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By Direction of the Exors. of Lt.-Col. E. F. Morrison-Bell, dec’d. 


TETBURY, GLOS. 


Hunting with the Beaufort 


Malmesbury 5 miles. Cirencester 10 miles. Gloucester 21 miles 


THE CLOSE 


An Historic 16th Century House situated in the centre of Tetbury | 


with enclosed park-like Grounds of about 8 acres 


Entrance and Inner Halls. Three Reception 
Principal Bedrooms and Two Bathrooms. 
Accommodation. Oil-fired Central Heating. 
Main Services 
Garage and Stable Block with Flat. Attractive Pleasure Gardens 
and Grounds; Kitchen Garden 


Rooms 


Electric Lift. 


also 
CLOSE FARM 
for sale with or following disposal of The Close 
A Capital Dairy and Arable Farm 
Farmhouse. Two Modern Cottages. Good Range of Buildings 
About 130 Acres 
FREEHOLD—-WITH VACANT POSSESSION 
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FOR SALE BY AUCTION IN EARLY SPRING 
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CURRENT TOPICS 


Practical Help to Africa 


Up to now legal education for those who intend to practise 
law in the Commonwealth has been provided by the Bar and 
the universities. The result is that thousands of students, 
having passed the Bar Final and possibly taken a degree, 
have returned to their homes to take their places in a fused 
profession without having had any training in the work of a 
solicitor. In October, 1960, the Lord Chancellor appointed 
a committee under the chairmanship of LorpD DENNING to 
consider what additional facilities ought to be made available 
to provide additional instruction and training for lawyers 
intending to practise in Africa, with special reference to the 
acquisition of practical experience and the giving of instruction 
in the functions of a solicitor to those trained as barristers 
who intend to practise in a fused profession. The committee, 
which contains several eminent solicitors both in practice 
and in the academic world, has now reported, and we 
summarise the report on p. 80. The important recom- 
mendations from our point of view are that the Council of 
Legal Education and The Law Society should be invited to 
introduce a substantial period of practical training and, more 
specifically, that both barristers and solicitors should be 
encouraged to take pupils from overseas for a period of six 
months. We believe that a very large number of solicitors 
will be delighted to help and we hope that the Council will 
accept the responsibility which the committee envisages. 
The future of independent Africa is in the balance: at last 
we are offered a practical way of service. An incidental 
result of the report may well be to bring the Council of Legal 
Education and The Law Society into closer touch and thereby 
give impetus towards a common system of education and 
training. 


End of Polemis 


To adapt the words of W. S. Gilbert, “‘ glad is the student's 
heart who year by year sees one by one his cases disappear.” 
The latest casualty is Re Polemis and Furness Withy and 
Co., Lid. [1921] 3 K.B. 560, which was summarily despatched 
by the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council last week in 
Overseas Tankship (U.K.), Lid. v. Morts Dock & Engineering 
Co., Ltd., which we report this week at p. 85. It is true that 
Polemis has been in failing health for many years and that 
it has required courage of the highest order to rely on it 
unqualified and without reservations. It also is true that the 
Privy Council are not the House of Lords, but when we examine 
the composition of the Judicial Committee we may be excused 
for jumping to the conclusion that the House of Lords might 
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well have reached the same conclusion. So after forty years 
we know that reasonable foreseeability is the test of liability 
for damage by negligence. Most people have known all 
along that this should be so. The whole episode (if we may 


so describe forty years’ deviation) is a powerful argument for 
speedier law reform, which should not be left to the hazards 
of litigation or carried out at the expense of the litigants. 
An article on this subject appears at p. 69 of this issue. 


Easier H.P. Terms 


From last Friday the maximum period for the payment of 
the balance due under hire-purchase and credit-sale agree- 
ments became three years in the cases of all those goods 
for which a two-year period was previously specified. The 
rates of deposit are not changed. Goods affected include 
cars, light vans and motor-cycles, radio and television sets, 
refrigerators, washing machines and furniture. These changes 
were authorised by the Hire-Purchase and Credit Sale 
Agreements (Control) (Amendment) Order, 1961 (S.I. 1961 
No. 53). Also in operation on 20th January was the Control 
of Hiring (Amendment) Order, 1961 (S.I. 1961 No. 54), which 
prohibits hiring agreements under which the lowest rental 
is less than 25 per cent. of the highest rental during the 
period of the agreement. The order also provides that a 
payment of an amount equivalent to the advance rentals is 
required to be made by a person if he is to be in possession 
of goods to which the order applies for fourteen days or more 
in anticipation of the making of a hiring agreement. 


Husband and Wife in Tort 


WE cannot understand how the present law relating to the 
liability to each other in tort of husband and wife has been 
allowed to survive for so long. It is wholly unsuited to the 
age of the motor car. The Law Reform Committee 
(9th Report, Cmnd. 1268, H.M.S.O., 9d.) has recommended 
that the old common-law rule that husbands and wives 
cannot sue each other for civil wrongs should be abolished : it 
has already been eaten into by s. 12 of the Married Women’s 
Property Act, 1882. The committee proposes. that 
husbands should be able to sue wives for the protection of 
their own property and for ante-nuptial torts 
of sweeping away anachronisms is long 


also 


rhe process 


Need for Another Bill ? 


In Fisher v. Beli [1960] 3 W.L.R. 919, the Divisional Court 
held that the display of * flick knives ” in a shop window did 
not constitute the offence of offering them for sale within 
s. 1 (1) of the Restriction of Offensive Weapons Act, 1959, 
but the Restriction of Offensive Weapons Act, 1959 (Amend- 
ment) Bill, which was introduced by Mr. BARNETT JANNER, 
seeks to deal with this situation by inserting after “‘ offers for 
sale or hire ” the words “ or exposes for the purpose of sale.” 
It is to be hoped that this Bill will be found a place in the 
Statute Book. A similar point arose in Mella v. Monahan 
(1961), The Times, 2ist January. The manager of a shop 
was alleged to have displayed obscene photographs in his 
shop window with a ticket attached stating 10s. a packet of 
five photographs. He was convicted of the offence of offering 
for sale obscene photographs contrary to s. 2 (1) of the 
Obscene Publications Act, 1959, but this case was decided 
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before the decision of Fisher v. Bell. The Divisional Court 
found it impossible to distinguish Fisher v. Bell and, with 
reluctance, they allowed the manager’s appeal. Can we now 
expect the introduction of an Obscene Publications Act, 1959 
(Amendment) Bill ? 


Fair Comment ? 


WE are not familiar with the law of Austria, but an interest- 
ing point arose in a recent case in the courts of that land. A 
music critic wrote that the piano accompanist at a concert had 
“ struggled hard with the notes and lagged unsteadily behind.” 
The accompanist sued the critic for “ damaging his reputation 
and causing him material harm” and recovered 1,000 
schillings. If this case had arisen in England, would the 
critic have been able to shelter behind the defence of fair 
comment ? Perhaps he would not, although a person ‘‘ who 
goes upon the stage to exhibit himself to the public, or who 
gives any kind of performance to which the public is invited, 
may be freely criticised’’ (per Deemer, J., in Cherry v. 
“* Des Moines Leader ”’ (1901), 114 Iowa R. 298). In order to 
succeed the accompanist would have been required to show 
that the words used travelled “beyond the limit of fair 
criticism ”’ (per Collins, M.R., in McQuire v. Western Morning 
News Co., Ltd. [1903] 2 K.B. 100). Singers, at least, have been 
able to recover damages from their critics. For example, in 
Cooney v. Edeveain (1897), 14 T.L.R. 34, Miss Lottie Collins 
recovered damages from the proprietor of Society in respect of 
an allegation that one of her songs had supplied “ the only 
touch of vulgarity ”’ in the sort of show to which a man could 
“with impunity take his maiden aunt.” The words used in 
Newbury v. Triad Magazine, Ltd., of Australia (1920), 21 
N.S.W.S.R. 189, were even more scathing. In the course of 
commenting upon the plaintiff's performance at a certain 
concert, the defendants said that “‘ a determined and appalling 
sound suddenly broke upon the affrighted air,” and they 
found that the “ peculiar-trussed-turkey-quality of his 
squawk is somewhat difficult of analysis. At times his 
throat appears to possess the real ‘rigor mortis ’ rigidity.” 
The jury returned a verdict for the plaintiff for £500, but in 
all such cases the question is whether the words published are 
an “ honest expression of the commentator’s real view and 
not mere abuse or invective under the guise of criticism ”’ (per 
Lord Porter in Turner v. Metro-Goldwyn-Mayer Pictures, Ltd. 

1950) 1 All E.R. 449). 


Too Small for the Job 


INDUSTRIAL unrest is not unknown in this country, but 
some workers in the machine shop of a factory in Peterborough 
recently threatened to strike for an unusual reason. It seems 
that a sixteen-year-old boy passed his apprentice examina- 
tion “ with flying colours,” but the factory doctor took the 
view that a boy 4 ft. 7 in. tall and weighing 6 st. 3 lb. was not 
suited to work of this kind. A young person taken into any 
employment in a factory must not remain in that employment 
for longer than the prescribed period unless he has been 
examined by the appointed factory doctor and certified by 
him to be fit for that employment : s. 99 (1) of the Factories 
Act, 1937. In this case the factory doctor refused to grant 
such a certificate because the boy was so “ under-developed,” 
but the threatened strike did not take place. The boy was 
offered a job on the staff to which the Factories Acts do not 


apply. 
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For Sale by Auction at the London Auction Mart 
on TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 7th, 1961, at 2.30 p.m. 


GUILDFORD 
SURREY 


A SELECT 


FREEHOLD 
RESIDENTIAL BUILDING SITE 


of about 
34 ACRES 
delightfully situated at 
** GREENCROFT ”’ 
HORSESHOE LANE WEST, MERROW, GUILDFORD 


FOR IMMEDIATE DEVELOPMENT 
with Planning Consent for 
14 DETACHED HOUSES 


Joint Auctioneers : 


MOLDRAM, CLARKE & EDGLEY 
155-156 HIGH STREET, GUILDFORD (Tel.: Guildford 67281) 


Messrs. GERALD WILSON & BELL, 
44/47 High Street, Guildford 


Solicitors: 





FARNHAM COMMON 
BUCKINGHAMSHIRE 


A FREEHOLD INVESTMENT 


arising from 
A PARADE OF 7 SHOPS WITH MAISONETTES 
a Detached Block of 
FOUR FLATS AND FIVE MAISONETTES 
and a Range of LOCK-UP GARAGES 
ALL CONSTRUCTED IN 1960 and known as 


ROBIN PARADE and CHRISTOPHER HOUSE 
ROSEWOOD WAY, FARNHAM COMMON 


The shops are let on 21-year Full Repairing and Insuring Leases and 
the flats on 7-year Internal Repairing Leases and together produce 
an income of 


Per £6,580 Annum 


(Tenants paying rates) 


Messrs. CAPEL, CURE, GLYNN BARTON & CO. 
9 Wimpole Street, W.1 


Solicitors: 











Illustrated Particulars with Plans and Conditions of Sale from the Auctioneers : 


JONES, LANG, WOOTTON & SONS 


City: 16-17 KING STREET, CHEAPSIDE, E.C.2 


Telephone: MONarch 4060 


West End: 61 ST. JAMES’S STREET, S.W.1 
Telephone: HYDe Park 7151 














The story of the BIRD Organ . . . 


NOW —you can obtain a 
TWO-MANUAL ORGAN 





for only 360 Gns. with NO installation charges 





This fact comes as a revelation to most people, but our brochure 
shows just how Bird Organs can offer outstanding “performance 
and facilities at prices never before"considered possible. 
Ask your local music dealer for a 
copy of this interesting, inform- 
ative colour brochure, or post the 
Coupon for a free copy. 


TRADITIONAL MODEL 


Two 4-octave manuals, 
fully polyphonic. 


ONLY 360 Gns. 


Pedal Board and Bench 
optional extras. 
Contemporary model 298 Gns. 














To S..S. Bird & Sons, Ltd., 3 Palace Mansions, Palace Gardens, Enfield, 
Middlesex. 


Please send me colour brochure of Bird Electronic Organs, and oddress of 
my nearest Bird Organ Dealer. 


COUPON 
VODAY 


NAME 


ADDRESS 
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.-- and then to step aside. The R.N.LB. know 
how to befriend and train the newly blind 
and then stand by without ‘fussing’ so that 
the sightiess go forward with confidence into 
a new life of happy usefulness. 

Please help this work by commending the 
R.N.LB. when you advise clients on the 
preparation of their wills. 


the helping hand for 
all Britain's blind 


THE ROYAL NATIONAL INSTITUTE FOR THE BLIND, 224 GT. PORTLAND STREET, LONDON, W.1 
(Registered in accordance with the National Assistance Act, 1948) 
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For SALE by AUCTION FEBRUARY 16, 1961 


FREEHOLD INVESTMENT 
PREMISES 


City Chambers 
65a, Fenchurch Street 


and 
1 to 6, Railway Place, E.C.3 
BLOCK OF SHOPS AND OFFICES 


Fully let and producing an estimated net income (subject to 
repairs and management) of 


PER £9,386 ANN. 


The Cock Tavern 
45, Monument Street, E.C.3 


Fully licensed Public House situated on a prominent 
corner site immediately opposite Billingsgate Market 


Let to Wenlock Brewery Co., Ltd., on 
LEASE EXPIRING LADY DAY, 1968 
at a Ground Rent of £525 p.a. 





Solicitors: Messrs. THEODORE GODDARD & CO., 
5, New Court, Lincoln’s Inn, W.C.2 


For particulars apply Auctioneers: 


GODDARD & SMITH 
22, KING STREET, ST. JAMES'S, S.W.1 (WHI. 2721) 

















BUNCH & DUKE 


Established before 1817 
At the LONDON AUCTION MART 
155, Queen Victoria Street, E.C.4 
On WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 22, 1961, at 2.30 p.m. 


By Order of the Official Receiver, Trustees, Executors and Others 


VACANT POSSESSION 
HACKNEY 
FREEHOLD CORNER RESIDENCE 
154, KING EDWARD’S 
ROAD 


Suitable for conversion 


VALUABLE 
SHOP PROPERTY 
314, MARE STREET 
HACKNEY, E.8 
Adjoining The Times Furnishing Co., 
Ltd. Held on lease for a term having 
about 42 years unexpired under- 


leased to a well-established private 
trader at the now very low rent of 


Per £250 Ann. 
REVERSION IN SIX YEARS 
to the full rack rent 


FREEHOLD GROUND 
RENTS 


secured on Dwelling-Houses at 
Finsbury Park, Chiswick, Brixton 


EARLY REVERSIONS 


CLAPTON 
71, TREHURST STREET 
VACANT FREEHOLD RESIDENCE 


BETHNAL GREEN 
FREEHOLD CORNER SITES 
352a, HACKNEY ROAD 
being the derelict 
Hackney Grand Central Cinema 
Fron 49ft. Sin.; return frontage 
9ift. ts , Site area approx FREEHOLD AND 

= LEASEHOLD 
Also INVESTMENTS 


507, CAMBRIDGE HEATH 
ROAD 
864 sq. ft., zoned “ Industrial” 


Dwelling-Houses in 


CLAPTON, WALTHAMSTOW, 
BARNSBURY and FINSBURY PARK 


Auctioncers’ Offices ae 
360, MARE STREET, HACKNEY, E.8 
AMHerst 1038, 1039 and 9810 











FOR SALE BY AUCTION ON THURSDAY, 23rd FEBRUARY, 1961, at 5 p.m. at THE 
GEORGE HOTEL, HUDDERSFIELD 


CENTRALLY SITUATED SHOP, SHOWROOM AND OFFICE PROPERTY 


HUDDERSFIELD 


BALMORAL CHAMBERS, 18 and 20 CLOTH HALL 
STREET and 19 MARKET STREET 
3 SHOPS WITH OFFICES OVER 


Let at low Rentals totaling £2,260 per annum 


VALUABLE REVERSIONS COMMENCING Ist JULY, 1961 


Close to several new re-developments, multiple traders, Post Office 
and Yorkshire Electricity Board 


Held for 948 years unexpired at a ground rent of £9 4 0d. 


Illustrated Particulars, Plans, etc. on application to the AUCTIONEER :— 


JOHN M. BRAMLEY, F.A.1., 


Chartered Auctioneer & Estate Agent 
12 St. George’s Square, HUDDERSFIELD. TEL: 9705/6 
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THE SINKING OF RE POLEMIS 


THERE is a poignant moment in Plato’s Symposium where the 
feast is over and each of the politicians, philosophers and 
sophists of the Golden Age of Athens, seated round the 
banqueting table, has contributed his view and each in turn, 
overcome by wine and drowsiness, has fallen into slumber. 
Finally Alcibiades, handsome, brilliant, wanton, is left with 
Socrates, the only two awake. Then Alcibiades, too, falls 
asleep: Socrates, gazing affectionately at his wayward pupil, 
murmurs, “ And this was the best of them, ”’ and toddles off 
to the bath. So might those who have known a more golden 
age in the common law and practised or studied in the last 
four decades have said: ‘‘Common Employment is no more. 
Last Opportunity, we are told, never existed. One pillar, 
however, rock-like stands, the rule of liability in tort, the rule 
in Polemis”’ (Re Polemis and Furness, Withy & Co., Ltd. 
1921} 3 K.B. 560). And now . . . even that pillar has been 
shaken by the modern Samsons: as was demonstrated on 
18th January, 1961, when a full court of the Judicial Committee 
of the Privy Council gave its decision in the case of Overseas 
Tankship (U.K.), Ltd. v. Morts Dock & Engineering Co., Lid., 
p. 85, post. 
The facts 

The facts in that case cannot easily be compressed into a 
very small compass. The respondents owned a wharf in 
Sydney harbour which had been severely damaged by fire. 
A quantity of oil escaped from the appellants’ ship on to the 
waters of the bay and later caught fire. There was floating 
in the oil underneath the respondents’ wharf smouldering 
cotton waste which had been set afire by molten metal falling 
from the wharf. The cotton waste set the oil afire and the 
consequent fire did severe damage to the wharf. In the court 
below the appellants were found liable. The trial judge had 
found they were negligent but “that they did not know 
and could not reasonably be expected to know that the furnace 
oil was capable of being set alight when spread on water.”’ 


Grounds of decision 

Viscount Simonds, giving the advice of the Board (whose 
other members were Lord Reith, Lord Radcliffe, Lord Tucker 
and Lord Morris of Borth-y-Gest), indicated the grounds on 
which their lordships considered Polemis should no longer be 
regarded as good law and which had moved them to allow 
the appeal in the manner announced by him at the close of 
his judgment. 

In the first place it was considered that the conclusion 
reached by the Court of Appeal in Polemis was arrived at on 
consideration of comparatively few authorities and that too 
much reliance had been placed on a dictum of Lord Sumners 
in Weld-Blundell v. Stephens {1920) A.C. 956, at p. 983, including 
the famous passage in which the learned Lord of Appeal in 
Ordinary had said that foreseeability “ went to culpability, 
not compensation.” The Board rejected Lord Sumner’s 
speech as not in all respects easy to follow. The passages 
in that speech relied on by the Court of Appeal in Polemis 
were not essential to the decision in Weld-Blundell v. Stephens ; 
they were therefore mere dicta and were in any event 
erroneous. 

Secondly, the courts had in the past been at times in grave 
danger of being led astray by scholastic theories of causation 
and their ugly and barely intelligible jargon. 

Thirdly, up to the time of Polemis it had been universally 
accepted that the rules in regard to damage for breach of 


contract and for tort were generally speaking the same. Yet 
Hadley v. Baxendale (1854), 9 Exch. 341, was not cited in 
argument nor referred to in the judgment in Polemis. 


Again, Polemis had never been subject to the express 
scrutiny of the House of Lords or the Privy Council: in 
Scotland it had been rejected. Its authority had been 
severely shaken and it should no longer be regarded as good 
law. 

Foreseeability test in the ascendant 

The decision in Overseas Tankship (U.K.), Lid. v. Morts Dock 
& Engineering Co., Lid., will undoubtedly provoke discussion 
among lawyers. It indicates that certainly the present 
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council and not improbably 
the present Appellate Committee of the House of Lords is 
of the common-sense rather than the philosophical school of 
thought in matters of causation. They have in effect approved 


the words of du Parcq, L.J., in Smith v. Harris (1939) 3 All E.R. 
960, at p. 967: “ If an argument has to be put in terms which 
only a school-man could understand then I am very doubtful 
whether it can possibly be expressing the common law.” 


The substitution of the foreseeability test for the directness 
test undoubtedly has the merit of simplicity. It is undeniably 
easier to determine what is foreseeable by a reasonable man 
than what is a “ direct” consequence. The law hereon as 
it has stood in the past has bristled with contrary dicta and 
the use of the same word to express different and sometimes 
contradictory meanings. It is a criticism of the law as it has 
stood and not of those who have sought to recapitulate it that 
the learned editor of Halsbury’s Laws of England (3rd ed., 
Vol. XI (title Damages), at p. 277) states: “ In cases of tort 
loss or damage which is neither the natural and probable result 
of the act or omission complained of nor its direct result is 
too remote. The rule of remoteness does not bar recovery 
in respect of loss or damage which is a direct result even 
though it was not antecedently probable or foreseeable,” 
and then adds in a footnote : “ It is unsettled how far liability 
for direct but unforeseeable results extends in tort.”’ 


Unanswered questions 


On the other hand there may still be questions to be asked, 
some perhaps not without reason. Polemis was cited in 
argument in Woods v. Duncan [1946] A.C. 401, but the House 
of Lords neither approved nor overruled it (Lord Porter 
stated, at p. 437: “ No question of measure of damage arises 
here as arose in Re Polemis”’). To-day, nearly forty years 
after Polemis and nearly fifteen years after Woods v. Duncan, 
the Privy Council have stated that Polemis should no longer 
be considered good law. But in the nature of things only 
one judgment is available since in the Privy Council only 
one judgment is delivered. It may be that the matter will 
receive early consideration in the House of Lords, especially 
as the question of nuisance was specifically remitted to the 
Full Court of the Supreme Court of New South Wales and it 
may well be that only negligence is covered by the new 
decision. 


In the meantime a number of questions appear to remain 
unanswered. Will this decision govern both damage and 
damages—culpability and compensation? If so, what will 
happen to the “thin skull” cases? If a bicyclist in error 
knocks down a deceptively healthy-looking pop singer, earning 
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a thousand pounds a week, and he dies in consequence— 
although an averagely healthy young man would have lost 
nothing more than his temper and the crease in his trousers— 
what is the measure of damages? Is it a fifty pound note, 
as it would be if the pop singer had not possessed an ‘‘eggshell’’ 
skull? Or can the multiplication table be employed ? 


CAPITAL 


In 1834 Parliament sought to put a gloss on the common-law 
rule by passing the Apportionment Act. This Act is still on 
the statute book but it was rendered obsolete by the much 
wider provisions of the Apportionment Act, 1870. Section 2 
of the 1870 Act provides: “All rents, annuities, dividends and 
other periodical payments in the nature of income (whether 
reserved or made payable under an instrument in writing or 
otherwise) shall, like interest on money lent, be considered 
as accruing from day to day, and shall be apportionable in 
respect of time accordingly.’’ Thus the common-law exception 
has become the statutory rule. The Act only applies to 
payments which are accruing at the date of death and thus 
it does affect the position of rent payable in advance or of 
other payments which have actually accrued due prior to the 
date of death. 


Rents include rent service, rent-charge and rent seck, and 
also tithes and all periodical payments or renderings in lieu 
of or in the nature of rent or tithe ; annuities include salaries 
and pensions ; dividends include all payments made by the 
name of dividend, bonus or otherwise out of the revenue of 
trading or other public companies (including any company 
incorporated under the Companies Acts: Re White [1913] 
1 Ch. 231), divisible between all or any of the members of 
such respective companies, whether such payments are usually 
made or declared at apy fixed times or otherwise; and all 
such divisible revenue is for the purposes of the Act deemed 
to have accrued by equal daily increment during and within 
the period for or in respect of which the payment is declared or 
expressed to be made. The word “ dividend” does not 
include payments in the nature of a return or reimbursement 
of capital. 

Where the Act applies 


If the 1870 Act applies to a payment it is possible to say 
with a considerable degree of certainty to whom it should be 
paid. There are three possibilities. 


First, the payment may relate to a period wholly before the 
death of the testator. If it does it is capital and should be 
added to the corpus of the trust fund. Of course, as we saw 
last week, this would be the result anyway if the moneys were 
paid or should have been paid before the death of the testator. 
It is also the rule where, as in the case of a dividend declared 
after the date of the death, the testator had no right to receive 
payment before he died (Re Muirhead (1916) 2 Ch. 181, and 
Re Oppenheimer [1907] 1 Ch. 399). In Re Muirhead a testator 
who died in 1913 bequeathed his residuary personalty to 
trustees upon trust to pay the dividends and income thereof 
to his wife for life and after her death in trust for nephews 
and nieces. The widow died on 24th July, 1915. Part of 
the residue consisted of stocks in three railway companies. 
In September, 1915, each of these companies declared a 
dividend payable about a month afterwards for the half-year 
ending on the preceding 30th June, that is for a period wholly 
within the lifetime of the widow. It was held that the Act 
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Ordinary practitioners may feel that if Polemis is to be 
despatched, its body should be slain and its spirit exorcised 
by the only court whose judgments are incontrovertibly 
binding on the High Court and the Court of Appeal. Other- 
wise, clanking and gibbering, its ghost will continue to haunt 
us from the grave. B.G.C.W. 


AND INCOME: APPORTIONMENTS AS TO TIME~—II 


applied and the widow’s estate was entitled to the whole of 
the dividends. Thus the Act was applied to a case where no 
division or apportionment was in fact required. Eve, J., 
said (at the foot of p. 185): “‘ In my opinion, whenever there 
are periodical payments accruing when the event calling for 
apportionment occurs, the Act is at once brought into operation 
and must be applied, and when, subsequently, the accruing 
payments become due and payable they must be distributed 
in accordance with the Act as applied on the occurrence of 
the event which brought it into operation. The Act does 
not cease to apply because the accruing payments ultimately 
become due and payable by instalments some of which go 
entirely to one destination.” 


Secondly, if the payment relates to a period partly before 
and partly after the death of the testator, there is an 
apportionment. 


Thirdly, if the moneys relate to a period wholly after the 
death of the testator they are income and should be paid to 
the tenant for life. This result is achieved without the aid 
of the Act, because at the date of his death the payment is 
not accruing due. In Re Wakley [1920] 2 Ch. 205, a testator 
specifically bequeathed cumulative preference shares in a 
company to his son R and settled his residuary estate on trust 
for his children. At his death in 1905 the dividends on the 
shares were in arrear and it was not until 1907 that there 
were any profits available for dividend. In that year an 
interim dividend was declared sufficient in amount to satisfy 
all the arrears upon the preference shares. The Court of 
Appeal held that the dividend declared in 1907 must be 
treated as being declared in respect of that year only, and 
that the whole payment was income belonging to the specific 
legatee. For further cases on cumulative preference shares 
see Re Marjoribanks [1923] 2 Ch. 307, and Re Sandbach [1933) 
1 Ch. 505, both following Re Wakley, and Re Sale [1913] 
2 Ch. 697, which was the converse case. 


When does the Act not apply ? 


The Apportionment Act does not apply to annual sums 
made payable in policies of assurance of any description 
(s. 6), nor if apportionment is expressly excluded (s. 7). The Act 
does not apply to the profits of a partnership because such 
profits are not “ periodical payments in the nature of income.” 
This was decided in Jones v. Ogle (1872), L.R. 8 Ch. 192. 
Lord Selbourne, L.C. (at p. 198), said that to come within 
the Act “. . . they must be payments which are made 
periodically, recurring at fixed times, not at variable periods, 
nor in the exercise of the discretion of one or more individuals, 
but from some antecedent obligation; and, further, they 
must be in the nature of income ; that is, coming in from some 
kind of investment, as in the other cases with which the Act 
deals.” 

Finally, the Act does not apply to payments which are 
made in respect of some indefinite period. If this was not 
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AGAINST CANCER 


Many, many thousands are suffering now. This you 
know. But do you know that hundreds of sufferers live, 
not only without hope, but without the solace of friends 
and the comfort of home? 


The work of THE MARIE CURIE MEMORIAL 
FOUNDATION goes beyond the clinical aspects of 
cancer. It reaches out to those bearing the grave added 
burden of personal distress, and those for whom hospitals 
can find no room. 
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SERVICE THAN THIS! 


In eight Homes hundreds of needy cancer patients are 
receiving skilled and loving care. 
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In addition, the Foundation’s nation-wide welfare and 
relief services meet the needs of patients being nursed at 
home. 


The requests for help greatly exceed the resources 
available. £250,000 is needed urgently if all those 
seeking aid are to be comforted without more delay. 
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the rule it would be difficult to see how the payments could 
be considered as accruing from day to day (see Re Jowitt 
1922) 2 Ch. 442, at p. 446, per Lawrence, J.). 


The rules where the Act does not apply 
lf for one of these reasons the payment is one to which 

\ct does not apply, to whom should it be handed over ? 
If the Act has been expressly excluded the chances are that 
the testator will have substituted his own rules; but for the 
moment it is assumed that he has not done so. There are 
special rules which have been established by the judges in 
relation to profits from partnerships and dividends. 

faking partnership profits first, the fundamental principle 
is that profits accrue at the end of the partnership accounting 
period for which they are declared and should be paid to the 
person entitled at that date. Thus if the payments relate to 
n accounting period which is wholly before the death of the 
testator the payments are capital even if they are ascertained 

id paid after the death (Re Robbins [1941] Ch. 434). If, 
however, the testator dies in the middle of an accounting 
period all the profits will belong to the tenant for life (Re 
Lynch-White [1937] 3 All E.R. 551). 

With dividends it is more difficult to ascertain any guiding 
principle, but it is submitted that the material date is the 
late of declaration (Wright v. Tuckett (1860), 1 J. & H. 266, 
ind Lock v. Venables (1859), 27 Beav. 598). If the dividends 
are declared before the testator’s death they are capital ; if 
ifterwards, income. For an elaboration of this theory 
B.S.K.’s article published in these columns on 8th April last 
it 104 Sov. J. 278. 

How far can the decisions be reconciled with this suggested 
rule? If dividends relating to a period wholly before the 
testator’s death also declared before death, they are 
capital, even if the right to receive payment is postponed to 
a date after the death (De Gendere v. Kent (1867), L.R. 4 


EK 283) 


the 
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SHARE TRANSFERS IN THE 


November, 1959, a committee representing the London 
tock Exchange, the Issuing Houses Association, the Bank 
England, the clearing and merchant banks and the 
irtered Institute of Secretaries was set up to recommend 
the method of transferring shares and 


issued by companies established in the United 


provements in 


bentures 


Kingdom with a view to diminishing the paper work and the 
lelays which the present system involves. 


The committee 
now produced its first report* based upon the work of an 
sory sub-committee appointed by it. This article will 

ttempt to give a short account of the problems dealt with 
the report and the solutions recommended by it. 


Historical perspective 
1e committee observes with pel fect fairness that the form 
hare transfer at present in use was not devised by the 
ons who have most occasion to use it, namely, stockbrokers 
jobbers, and it is therefore not surprising that it fails to 
their needs in many respects. The share transfer 
inated in the late seventeenth century ; it was simply a 
f assignment of the transferor’s interest in the company, 


being drafted by lawyers, it was encumbered with the 


rt of the Committee on Transfer of Securities 
k Exchange, London 


obtainable from 


Price 2s 


Vol 


105) 71 


It is true that in Clive v. Clive (1854), Kay 600, the court 
reached a different decision, but as this is a case which has 
been more distinguished than followed it is submitted that, in so 
far as it conflicts with the suggested rule, it was wrongly 
decided and would not now be followed. 

If the dividends, still relating to a period wholly before 
death, are declared after death, they areincome. In Bates v 
Mackinlay (1862), 31 Beav. 280, Romilly, M.R., said (at 
p. 284) : ya No person is entitled to any portion of the profits 
made by a public company, until a dividend has been declared 
which declaration of a dividend means a resolution passed 
by the body having the management of the company, that a 
dividend should be paid at a certain time. Here, no doubt 
the profits had been earned at an earlier period, but that does 
not entitle the shareholder to a definite share of the profits.” 


Dividends for a period spanning the death 

What is the position if the dividends are declared in respect 
of a period that spans the death? If declared after the date of 
the death, Re Hopkins (1874), L.R. 18 Eq. 696, is authority for 
the proposition that they are income. The report of this 
case does not show why the Apportionment Act which had 
been passed only four years previously did not apply. This, 
however, can hardly affect its authority. There seems to be 
no reported case in which such a dividend was declared before 
the death; in the unlikely event of this happening it is 
submitted that the rule should still be applied and the dividend 
added to the capital. 

If the dividends are declared after the death for a period 
wholly after the death there is general agreement that they 
are income belonging to the tenant for life 

If the Act does not apply and the payment is neither a 
dividend nor partnership profits the common-law rule discussed 
at the end of the first part of this article applies 

Tob nolud 


MID-TWENTIETH CENTURY 


verbiage and prolixity of conveyancing documents of the day 


Much of this prolixity remains to-day. One still encounters 


share transfers by which the transferor ‘‘ does hereby b 
in question to the tran 


his 


argain, 
sell, assign and transfer ’’ the shares 
“To hold unto the said transferee, 
administrators and assigns subject to the several condition 
on which I (the transferor) held the same before the exe 
hereof,” 


feree executors, 
ution 
Admittedly, the form of transfer devised by the 
Chartered Institute of Secretaries now in (ser 
Palmer's Company Law, 20th ed., p. 345) 
of this, but even this form requires to be 


common use 
abbreviates much 
the 
ept and hold the 
conditions aid.” 
law 
whereby the 
transferee became liable to contribute toward satisfaction of 
the company’s liabilities in place of the transferor. Nowadays 
the transferee executes the transfer in order to indicate that 
he agrees to become a member of the compan) Ipanies 
Act, 1948, s. 26 (2)), and although his consent to be enteréd 
in the register of members may bi 


executed by 
transferee to indicate his agreement “ to ac 
said shares or stock subject to the 
Execution by the transferee was required at 

because a transfer of shares involved a novation 


alore 


ommon 


({ on 
given otherwise than by 
executing the transfer (Cunninghame v. City of Glas 
(1879), 4 App. Cas. 607), it has been held that the company 
may refuse to register the transfer unless he does execute it 


Bank 
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(Re Imperial Mercantile Credit Association; Marino's Case 


(1867), L.R. 2 Ch. 596) 


In early times companies did not keep registers of members 
nor issue share certificates. The reason for this was that the 
only share capital which the company usually raised was that 
issued at the time it was formed, and so it was possible to 
ascertain the allottees of this capital by inspecting the 
company’s deed of settlement where they would be named 
as parties, and to deduce title to the present holder of the 
shares in question by producing a chain of transfer deeds 
from him through intermediate holders to the present holder. 
When, during the eighteenth century, it became commoner 
for companies to make further issues of shares, registers of 
members began to be kept, and so that the company might 
know who the present holders of its shares were, the practice 
grew up of requiring transfers to be executed on the register 
of members itself, and shares transferable in this form were 
known as inscribed shares. It was only at the end of the 
eighteenth century that the present system was introduced 
whereby share transfers are separate instruments from the 
register, but are only effective to pass a legal title when they 
are recorded on the register. At the same time it became the 
certificate to the 
registered holder, which he could use as prima facie evidence 
that he was entitled to the shares when dealing with third 
parties, and which the company required to be produced to it 
before it registered a But the certificate 
itseli created problems, for it did not embody the title to the 
shares like a sh 
implicitly relied on b 
faith of it; and, 
sented by a single certificate was sold, 
the certificat: 1 with the con 
and registration of the 


practice for the company to Issue a share 


transfet share 


ire warrant to bearer, and so could not be 


a person who bought the shares on the 
furthermore, when part of a holding repre- 
t was necessary to have 


completion 


lodge: 


pany pending 
id this, in 

to the present practic: Apes) 
of split holdings 


transie! turn, gave ris¢ 


certiticat 


ng transters 


Present-day problems 


In the course of a single Stock Exchange Account of fourteen 
. original holding 
holdings o1 L x more of such 
method of 
buyer together, 
buyet 
There, however, the 
If the ultimate buyer purcha 


davs shares mav be old several time 


may be s] into smaller 
Phe Stock 
bringing the original seller 
however, so that at tl account the 
may receive an instrument of transier. 
difficulties begin 
of the origina! seller's holding, he 
certificate, end it 
for 

before 
issued to the 
have been sold sever 
account the 
will have to reques 
him to the person to wl 
another period of the person now entitled 
to the shares is mber of the company and 
receives a share rtincat h his name 
in the first Stock Exchange A he original 
holding split, the confusion and paper work 
becomes even greater, of course The original seller will have 
company to obtain its 
certification of the transfer or transfers of part or parts of his 
holding and a balance ticket in hi 


Exchange has its 
and the 


i end ot the 


sales. own, efficient 


ultimate 
ultimate 
ses the whole 
vill receive the seller’s share 


with the transfer 


to the company 


registration, Du ill probably be a month or more 
certificate 
time the shares may again 


t the close of 


registration i new shar 
buyer 
. subsequent 
buye! re certificate, he 

1 transfer by 


delivery, and thus 


When the transactions 
count result in 
seller's 


to lodge his share certificate with the 


own favour in respect of the 


rest of his holding (if any), and before these transfers have been 
registered and new share certificates issued to the transferees 
and a balance certificate to the transferor, further transactions 
may take place which involve further certifications, balanc« 
tickets and delay. It is true that certifications of transfers 
of shares quoted on the Stock Exchange can be obtained from 
the Secretary of the Share and Loan Department of the 
Stock Exchange, and that such certifications can be obtained 
more speedily than from the company, but the Secretary can 
only certificate a transfer if the relevant share certificate is 
lodged with him, so that this facility is of no use if the certifi- 
cate has already been lodged with the company to procure the 
registration of an earlier transfer. Furthermore, certification 
by the Secretary results in no saving of time in the long run, 
for he must forward the lodged share certificate to the company 
before it may register the certificated transfers or issue a 
balance ticket or certificate to the transferor. 


The committee’s recommendations 


The period during which the mechanism for transferring 
shares is simplest is while they are represented by letters of 
allotment. The letter of allotment contains a letter of 
renunciation which the allottee signs when he sells the shares, 
and which informs the company that he has renounced his 
right to them in favour of the person who completes the 
registration application form, which also forms part of the 
letter of allotment. The person who completes this form and 
surrenders the letter of allotment to the company so that he 
may be entered in the register of members as holder of the 
shares may be the person who bought the shares from the 
allottee, or may, on the other hand, be a derivative purchaser, 
the renounced letter of allotment having passed through many 
hands before coming to his. 


The form of share transfer recommended by the committee 
clearly owes much to the renounceable letter of allotment. The 
advisory sub-committee in fact recommended two alternative 
forms of transfer, but both are based on the same principle 
Under the first form, the transfer by endorsement and delivery, 
the registered holder of the shares endorses his share certificate 
with his signature, and his broker completes the first part 
of a notice of endorsement and delivery 
company in which he informs it that the shares have been 
transferred to the person named in the second part ; the broker 
acting for the ultimate buver of the shares at the end of an 
account receives the endorsed share certificate and notice, 
completes the second part of the notice with particulars of 
the buyer, and submits both documents to the company for 
registration. If the holding represented by the share certifi- 
cate is split, the broker acting for the registered holder lodges 
the endorsed share certificate with the Secretary of the Share 
and Loan Department, who certificates as many notices of 
endorsement and delivery as there buyers 
the brokers for those buyers then receive their respective 
notices, complete the second part thereof, and submit them 
to the company for registration. The alternative 
mended form of transfer, which the committee preferred to 
the transfer by endorsement and delivery, is the transfer by 
stock transfer form. Here the registered holder signs the 
first part of a master stock transfer form by which he 
authorises the transfer of all the shares he is selling. If his 
share certificate relates only to those shares, and the shares 
are sold to a single buyer, the share certificate and the transfer 
form are handed to the buyer’s broker, who completes par- 
ticulars of the buyer in the second part of the transfer form 
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The will to see it through 


Year in, year out we are committed to the work of taking 
meedy children into our care. We are “seeing it 
through ”’, with the help of regular support from all 
child lovers who are willing to start a good thing and see 
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DESTROYED WITHOUT 


ontact Mr. ALLEN a 
PAPER FIBRE SUPPLIES LTD. 
Eley’s Estate, Angel Road, Edmonton, London, N.18 


Telephone: EDMonton 3799, 7824 & 7897 


As merchants we collect wastepaper of / 
. . . . . a 

all kinds but specialise in the destruction ‘ 

of confidential documents and operate a 


daily collection service. 
Contractors to Her Majesty’s 
Stationery Office. 

ONE OF THE 


MAY BANK 


it through. If you have an opportunity to mention our 

work, when clients are discussing their affairs, we would 

be most grateful. Legacies are of the utmost importance 
to this great work. 


DR. BARNARDO’S HOMES 


A TRUST CORPORATION 


Forms of Bequest or of Covenant are obtainable from the General 
Secretary's Office (or ring Stepney Green 3400, Ext. 212 
GROUP OF COMPANIES 


USTS DEPT., 18/26 STEPNEY CAUSEWAY, LONDON, E.1 ; 
TP BRANCHES AT: HIGGINSHAW, PORTSMOUTH, EDMONTON and DEPTFORD 


7oor/B 




















By Will or Codicil or Covenant 


May we suggest to Legal or Financial Advisers that, when questions of their 
clients’ benefactions arise, the worthiness of The Royal Air Force Benevolent 
Fund may be wholeheartedly and deservedly commended. 


Briefly, The Royal Air Force Benevolent Fund provides help to R.A.F. 
personnel disabled while flying or during other service. It assists the widows 
and dependants of those who lose their lives and helps with the children’s 
education. It gives practical assistance to those suffering on account of 
sickness and general distress. 


The need for help in nowise lessens in peace or war. Our immeasurable gratitude 
to that “Immortal Few” can hardly cease while memory itself endures. 


The Royal Air Force Benevolent Fund 


More detailed information will gladly be sent by The Hon. Treasurer, 
The R.A.F. Benevolent Fund, 67 Portland Place, London, W.1 
Telephone: LANgham 8343 
(Registered under the War Charities Act, 1940) 
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and submits both documents to the company for registration. 
If, on the other hand, the holding represented by the share 
certificate is split, the seller’s broker lodges the share certificate 
and the master stock transfer form with the Secretary of the 
Share and Loan Department, who certificates subsidiary stock 
transfer forms prepared by the broker, there being as many 
of these subsidiary forms as there are separate buyers; the 
brokers for the buyers then receive the certificated subsidiary 
transfer forms, complete the second part thereof with par- 
ticulars of the respective buyers, and submit them to the 
company for registration. 

On the face of it, the committee’s recommendations would 
do little to ease the congestion and confusion which at present 
prevails in registering share transfers. There would, however, 
be a number of points where time and labour would be saved. 
To begin with, the signature of the seller would be required 
only once, by way of endorsement of his share certificate 
or on a master stock transfer form, and could be obtained 
when he instructs his broker to sell, instead of at the last 
moment before settlement day, as at present. Secondly, 
the seller's broker would not have to copy out particulars 
of the buyer in the transfer form as he does at present, and 
if he anticipated that the seller’s holding was likely to be split 
in the course of dealings during the account, he could obtain 
certificated notices of endorsement and delivery or certificated 
subsidiary stock transfer forms for convenient denominations 
of the holding well in advance of settlement day. Finally, 
the buyer’s broker would not have to obtain the buyer’s 
execution of the share transfer form, but could submit it 
for registration as soon as he had entered particulars of the 
buyer in it himself. 


Other solutions 


The advisory sub-committee examined a number of other 
possible methods of effecting share transfers. The re-intro- 
duction of inscribed shares it rejected as more time-wasting 
than the present system. It also rejected the introduction 
of share certificates in American form with transfer forms 
endorsed thereon (see 104 Sor. J. 343 (1960)), because many 
existing share certificates and all debenture certificates 
already have their reverse sides taken up with printed matter 
relating to the rights conferred by the shares or debentures, 
thus leaving no room for an endorsed transfer, and because 
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where a holding represented by a certificate in American form 
is split, the seller has to obtain new share certificates for the 
divided parts of his holding before he can complete the sale, 
a step which necessarily involves delay. 

The sub-committee examined a proposal to establish a 
Stock Exchange Nominee Company (Senom) to which a 
seller would transfer his shares as soon as he had contracted 
to sell them, and from which the ultimate buyer would 
obtain a transfer of the shares he had bought at the end 
of the account. The scheme presented certain advantages, 
particularly that Senom would hold a pool of shares of a 
particular description and could satisfy an ultimate buyer 
by transferring any of those shares without tracing the 
successive sales by which they passed to him from the original 
seller. However, the sub-committee could not recommend 
that the scheme should be implemented immediately without 
further investigation of the staff and machinery required 
to work it and its cost. The sub-committee rejected a 
proposal that a nominee company should be established as 
a permanent holder of shares on behalf of investors, as has 
been done in several continental countries (see 104 SoL. J. 
926 (1960)). Such a scheme facilitates transfers of shares 
from one investor to another with no more formality than 
the issue and clearing of a cheque, but it involves as much, 
if not more, work than under the present system in making 
dividend payments to investors. 

The advisory sub-committee agreed that the ideal form 
of investment for ease and simplicity of transfer is the share 
or debenture to bearer, a form which is universally used on 
the continental stock exchanges. It did not consider that 
bearer certificates are yet acceptable to the United Kingdom 
investor, however, and it therefore suggested a hybrid form 
whereby the shares or debentures would remain registered, 
but would be transferable by mere delivery of the share or 
debenture certificate, the transferee being entitled to regis- 
tration on production of a simple authority signed by the 
transferor. It is difficult to see what advantage this hybrid 
form has over an ordiuary bearer certificate, and if the 
United Kingdom investor is ever going to accept investments 
in bearer form, which is devoutly to be hoped for, and 
speedily too, it would simplify and cheapen the cost of 
transactions most if the ordinary bearer certificate, 
transferable by mere delivery, were adopted. 


R. R. PENNINGTON. 


“THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL,” 26th JANUARY, 1861 


On 26th January, 1861, THE SoLicirors’ JOURNAL discussed a 
proposal for a Registry of Wills; remarking that even if “ the 
making of a will were as easy as walking into a tavern and eating 
one’s dinner, to carry out the idea . . . there ought to be throughout 
the country as many .. . registries of wills as there are taverns 
and chop-houses. If every member of the family of John Bull 
were obliged to have his chop at ‘ Tom's,’ it would soon become 
more difficult to dine than suits the stomach of an Englishman ; 
and if everyone who makes a will were obliged to attend before 
an official in Great Knightrider Street it would probably become 
necessary . . . to make one’s will at a very early period of life, so 
as to have some chance of having a turn for an interview with 
the testamentary official. The increasing passion for the extension 
of bureaucratic officialism which exists in this country is one of 


the most remarkable social phenomena and Mr. Parkinson's 
proposal ... is but a new development of this nowadays 
national folly. We have had occasion . . . to point out the 
absurdity of several similar proposals to substitute cumbrous 
and costly officialdom for the private services of professional 
men. There is no reason why the State should provide for a 
preliminary inspection of testamentary instruments in the life- 
time of testators... Let testators therefore and not the State, 
make the necessary provision, or at least pay for it; and the 
only feasible way of making such provision would be by enacting 
that one of the witnesses to every will should be an attorney or 
solicitor. Such an enactment would. . . be the best means of, 
ensuring a due compliance with the statutory formalities required 
in the execution of wills.”’ 





THE SOLICITORS ACT, 1957 


On 30th December, 1960, an order was made by the Disciplinary 
Committee constituted under the Solicitors Act, 1957, that there 
be imposed upon Basit Naprer Ratc irr, of No. 8 Westbourne 


Grove, Bayswater, London, W.2, a penalty of £50 to be forfeit 
to Her Majesty, and that he do pay to the complainant his costs 
of and incidental to the application and inquiry. 
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OWNERS, OWERS AND OTHERS 


ONCE upon a very long time ago it could safely be assumed that 
the furniture in a man's mansion, the horses in his stables 
and the crops in his fields were his very own property. A 
creditor could therefore assess the worth of his debtor with 
reasonable accuracy and act accordingly. 

This was, of course, before the decline of the bustle and the 
rise of the independent female, heralded by the passing of 
the Married Women’s Property Act, 1882, which incidentally 
must have caused a large number of whiskers to bristle. 
Since then matters have deteriorated steadily as far as the 
apparent affluence of debtors is concerned. The more they 
owe, the more prosperous they are likely to look. Was it 
not Henry Cecil who described a tip as being of a size that 
only an undischarged bankrupt could have afforded to give ? 

Nowadays it would be bordering on folly to assume that 
anyone really owns anything. As we have noted before, when 
a bailiff siezes goods in execution it is almost inevitable that 
they are either on H.P. or are said to belong to the debtor's 
wife. Similarly, trustees in bankruptcy are met time after 
time with claims by wives to the furniture in the bankrupts’ 
homes. Indeed, it is hard to resist the conclusion either that 
potential bankrupts are over-endowed with natural love and 
affection for their wives, or that an excess of these commodities 
is likely to lead to insolvency, a proposition with which some 
husbands might be inclined to agree. 


The secret owner 

But reverting to the good old days before this somewhat 
disconcerting state of affairs developed, a creditor who took 
his debtor at face value could sometimes be deceived, because 
he might in fact have sold some or all of his belongings while 
still retaining their possession. In order to avoid this 
happening, the Bills of Sale Act, 1854, was passed which 
introduced the registration of bills of sale, so that a prospec- 
tive creditor could search and make sure that his prospective 
debtor had not done the dirty on him in advance. Another 
Act was passed in 1866, and the law was consolidated by the 
Bills of Sale Act, 1878. All these Acts were intended to 
prevent frauds on creditors, but the Bills of Sale Act (1878) 
Amendment Act, 1882, was designed to protect to some extent 
debtors so that they could not be trapped into signing com- 
plicated documents which they did not understand. This 
Act applies only to bills of sale given by way of security and 
lays down strictly the form that such a document must take. 

There are only. four classes of things which can be covered 
by a bill of sale: goods capable of complete transfer by 
delivery, growing crops, fixtures, and trade machinery. If 
it is stated to cover any other thing, and it is given by way of 
security, it is void. Such a bill not in the statutory form is 
also void. 


Both absolute bills of sale and bills of sale by way of 
security have to be registered within seven days under ss. 8 
of the 1878 and 1882 Acts respectively at the Central Office, 
Royal Courts of Justice, and copies have to be filed. In 
addition—and this is where the milk in the coconut begins 
to be visible—in the case of a bill of sale given by way of 
security by a person resident outside the London bankruptcy 
area or given in respect of chattels outside that area, a copy 
of the bill is sent by the registrar to the county court registrar 
of the district concerned, or if the donor lives and the goods 
are situated in different areas, to the county court registrars 
of both districts. The county court keeps a file and index 
that is of course open to inspection. 

It is perhaps curious that this does not apply to absolute 
bills of sale. The reason may be that, as we noted before, the 
Amendment Act of 1882 is designed for the benefit of the 
debtor rather than the creditor, and the necessity for local 
registration arises under s. 11 of that Act. It seems therefore 
that the Legislature took the view that the rich creditor could 
be driven in his phaeton and four to the central office, wherever 
it may have then been, to inspect the register any time he 
liked, while the poor debtor could only be expected to trudge 
wearily to his local court. How far this concept is still true 
is a matter of somewhat cynical conjecture ; see above. 


A steady trickle 

A busy county court may register about one bill of sale 
per month, usually filed by a moneylender. It would there- 
fore seem that this is not really a very important part of its 
work, and indeed hardly worth an article. However, the 
post the other day brought a copy of S.I. No. 2326 of 1960, 
the Bills of Sale (Local Registration) Rules, 1960, with the 
compliments of the Editor. The crack of the whip is easily 
recognisable even when disguised as a compliment, so at the 
risk of incurring the wrath of the correspondent who dislikes 
articles dealing with what he considers the trivia of county 
court functions, this article is the result. 

These rules, which replace those of 1883, describe the 
procedure for registering security bills of sale in the county 
court, bearing in mind that by s. 23 of the Administration of 
Justice Act, 1925, it is now necessary for a copy and not an 
abstract of the bill to be filed. They are therefore not only 
the first new rules for seventy-seven years, but also thirty- 
five vears late on the enactment that made them necessary. 
Ah well, these things take time, you know, and at least one 
can say that in a world of change one thing has remained 
constant in spite of the invention of the motor car, the aero- 
plane, the cinema, wireless, television, the atom bomb, 
football pools, and communism, among other lesser evils. 
Quite an achievement, to be sure. J. K. H. 


Honours and Appointments 


Mr. Epwari 
Magistrates, has appointed 
Magistrates in succession to Mr 
after twenty-seven years. 

Mr. Derek WtLiiaM FazackerRLey has been appointed 
Preston District Deputy Coroner and Blackpool Assistant Deputy 
Coroner 


CRANGLE, Deputy 
been 


Clerk to the Warrington 
Clerk to the Worcester 
John Lionel Wood, who is retiring 


Mr. Henry Ausprey Fraser, Acting Puisne Judge, British 
Guiana, has been appointed a Puisne Judge in that colony. 

Mr. Paut Ronap Jarra, Senior Magistrate, British Guiana, 
has been appointed a Puisne Judge in that colony. 

Mr. Basti MontaGurE Woosnam has been appointed Blackpool 
Borough Deputy Coroner and Assistant Deputy County Coroner 
for Preston District. 
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A problem for executors— 


THE ESTATE WITH FOREIGN ASSETS 





If you are dealing with estates containing 
assets situated in any of the following 
territories, we can help you to obtain 
a Grant there. Enquiries about this service 
are welcomed. 


Union of South Africa 
South West Africa 
Southern Rhodesia 
Northern Rhodesia 
East Africa 
The West Indies 
British Guiana 


BARCLAYS BANK D.C.O. 


TRUSTEE DEPARTMENT 
54 Lombard Street, London, E.C.3 

















Safeguard your 


child’s education 


—whether you live or die— 


by 


EDUCATIONAL 


ENDOWMENT 


AssuRANCE 





For MUTUAL Satisfaction— 


Consult 


NATIONAL PROVIDENT 
INSTITUTION 
For Mutual Life Assurance 
— Established 1835 — 


48 GRACECHURCH STREET 
LONDON E.C.3 


Telephone: MiNcing Lane 4200 
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When testators ask your advice, remind them about the work of the Imperial 
Cancer Research Fund. It receives no official grant and is entirely supported by 
voluntary donation and bequest. Pioneer in the field of cancer research, the 
Imperial Cancer Research Fund was founded by the Royal Colleges of Physicians 
and Surgeons to undertake this vital work in its own laboratories. Please help us 


when you can! 


IMPERIAL 
GANGER RESEARGH FUND 


PATRON: HER MAJESTY THB QUEEN 


¢ 


Write for further information to A. Dickson-Wright Esq., M.S., F.R.C.S. 
C.R.F. 63, Imperial Cancer Research Fund, 49 Lincoln’s Inn Fields, London, W.C.2 
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THE OFFICES ACT, 1960 


In Dickens’ day some offices were “ dark and dirty”’ and 
even public offices were, for the most part, “low roofed, 
mouldy rooms.” It is true that Dickens used these words 
in the course of describing the offices, both private and 
public, of the legal profession, but the conditions in which 
Bob Cratchit was required to work were no more attractive. 
In this respect, at least, the lot of the great majority of office 
workers of to-day is a much happier one than that of their 
counterparts of the nineteenth century, but, until the passing 
of the Offices Act, 1960, Parliament had not seen fit to 
legislate to ensure that their place of work was reasonably safe, 
healthy and well appointed. 


Power to make regulations 


As its title suggests, the Offices Act, 1960, applies to 
“ offices ’ and this expression includes “ any room of which 
the substantial use is for clerical work, including book-keeping, 
filing, typing, duplicating, machine calculating, drawing, the 
editorial preparation of matter for publication in print, the 
sorting and carrying of papers, telephone operating, and the 
handling of money, except any room in premises of which 
the substantial use is as a private residence or for private 
domestic purposes’’ (ibid., s. 2). However, unlike the 
Factories Act, 1937, the Shops Act, 1950, and the Mines and 
Quarries Act, 1954, the Act itself does not contain detailed 
provisions for health, welfare and safety but empowers the 
Secretary of State to “make regulations specifying the 
standards as to structure, arrangement and operation to be 
applied in offices for the protection of the health, safety and 
welfare of persons employed therein ’’ (ibid., s. 1 (1)). In 
particular, the Secretary of State may make regulations 
relating to— 

(i) the provision of sufficient and suitable sanitary 
conveniences and lighting and adequate supplies of drinking 
water ; 

(ii) the provision of adequate and suitable first-aid 
equipment, facilities for washing and accommodation for 
clothing not worn by employees during working hours ; 

(iii) the provision of a standard of reasonable tempera- 
ture ; 

(iv) the prevention of overcrowding ; 

(v) the provision of effective and suitable methods of 
maintaining adequate ventilation ; 

(vi) cleanliness of offices ; 

(vii) the provision of efficient means of escape in the 
event of fire ; 

(viii) the regular inspection and maintenance of electrical 
equipment ; 

(ix) the fencing of dangerous parts of any machinery or 
equipment (ibid., s. 1 (1) (a@)-(m)) ; 

(x) the restriction of employment of women after 
childbirth (ibid., s. 1 (2)). 


Before making any such regulations, the Secretary of State 
must consult such organisations as appear to him to represent 
the interests concerned (ibid., s. 1 (4)), and any person who 
contravenes any provision of such regulations will be guilty 
of an offence unless he can prove that he used all due diligence 


to secure compliance with the provision (ibid., s. 1 (6)). It is 
an offence for any person employed in an office to wilfully 
interfere with or misuse any equipment, appliance, facilities 


or other thing provided in pursuance of regulations under s. 1 
of the 1960 Act (ibid., s. 3 (1)). 


Posting of abstracts 

Section 4 (1) of the 1960 Act requires that there shall be 
kept posted at a prominent place accessible to all persons 
employed at any office a copy of any abstract of the Act 
prescribed by order made by the Secretary of State by statutory 
instrument and a copy of any prescribed abstract of regulations 
made under s. 1 of the Act. Such abstracts must be posted in 
such a position as to be conveniently read by persons employed 
in the premises and shall be maintained in a legible condition 
(ibid., s. 4 (2)). It is an offence to pull down, injure or 
deface any such abstract (ibid., s. 4 (3)), and any occupier 
of any office who fails to comply with s. 4 (1) or s. 4 (2) of 
the Act will be guilty of an offence unless he can show that he 
used all due diligence to secure compliance with the provision 
(ibid., s. 4 (4)). 

The Act of 1960 also contains provisions relating to the 
notification of accidents if the accident occurs in an office and 
causes loss of life to a person employed in the premises or 
disables any such person for more than three days from earning 
full wages at the work at which he was employed. In sucha 
case written notice of the accident, in the prescribed form and 
accompanied by the prescribed particulars, must forthwith 
be sent by the occupier to the local authority in whose area the 
office is situated (ibid., s. 5 (1)) and any occupier who fails 
to do this will be guilty of an offence unless he can prove that 
he was not aware that the accident had occurred (ibid., s. 5 (4)). 
If the accident occurs within the close, curtilage or precincts 
of premises constituting a “‘ factory "’ within the meaning of 
the Factories Act, 1937, the report must be sent to the inspector 
for the district, and not to the local authority, and no report 
need be sent under s. 5 of the 1960 Act if notice of the accident 
is required to be sent to the inspector under s. 64 of the 1937 
Act (s. 5 (2) of the 1960 Act). Similarly, no report need be 
sent under s. 5 of the 1960 Act if the accident occurs in an 
office to which s. 116 of the Mines and Quarries Act, 1954, 
applies (s. 5 (3) of the Act of 1960). 


Enforcement by local authorities 

In the normal case, it is the duty of a local authority to 
enforce within their area the provisions of the 1960 Act and 
of any regulations made under s. 1 thereof (ibid., s. 6 (1)) and 
s. 6 (1) (a), (6) of that Act confers upon local authorities the 
powers to enable them to fulfil this obligation. However, 
as regards offices which form part of a “ factory ” as defined in 
s. 151 of the Factories Act, 1937, or of any such premises as 
are described in s. 103, s. 104 or s. 105 (1) of that Act, and any 
office which is situated within the close, curtilage or precincts 
of premises constituting a factory as so defined, enforcement 
is, as a general rule, in the hands of inspectors appointed by 
the Minister of Labour under s. 122 of the 1937 Act (s. 7 (1), (2) 
of the 1960 Act). The exceptions are regulations relating to 
sanitary conveniences and to the employment of women after 
childbirth (ibid., s. 7 (2)). Section 8 of the 1960 Act contains 
similar provisions in relation to any office which, for the 
purposes of the Mines and Quarries Act, 1954, forms or is 
deemed to form part of a mine or quarry within the meaning of 
that Act. In that case, the provisions of the 1960 Act and 
of any regulations made under s. 1 of that Act are to be 
enforced by inspectors appointed by the Minister of Power 
under s. 144 of the Act of 1954, or such other officers of the 
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Minister of Power as may be authorised in that behalf in 
writing under the hand of the Minister of Power (s. 8 (1), (2) 
of the 1960 Act). If any inspector or officer of a local authority 
who, in pursuance of powers conferred by the 1960 Act, is 
admitted into any office discloses to any person information 
obtained by him in that office with regard to the trade or 
business carried on by the occupier of that office, he shall be 
guilty of an offence unless such disclosure was made in the 
perfermance of his duty (ibid., s. 9). 

Where, by reason of the terms of an agreement or lease 
relating to any premises, a person is prevented from carrying 
out in those premises any structural or other alterations which 
are necessary to enable him to comply with the provisions of 
any regulations made under s. 1 of the 1960 Act, that person 
may apply to the county court for an order setting aside or 
modifying any terms of the agreement or lease as the court 
considers just and equitable in the circumstances of the case 
(ibid., s. 10 (1)). In any case where such structural or other 
alterations are required and any person interested in the 
premises alleges that the whole or part of the expenses of the 
alterations ought to be borne by some other person having an 
interest in those premises, the first-mentioned person may 
apply to the county court, which may make such an order 
concerning the expenses or their apportionment as the 
court (having regard to the terms of any agreement or lease 


Property Practice 


DATING 


In our preceding article (at p. 53), we indicated why it may 
be important to insert the correct date and we also stated that 
the correct date is that of delivery. The question now arises : 
delivery by whom ?- The formalities attending the execution 
of deeds will not be discussed here; suffice it to say that 
every executing party not only signs and seals but also 
delivers the deed, and the odds are that they will do so on 
different dates. The result is that the standard rules and 
dicta previously cited as to the correct date may be of negligible 
assistance. 

It is submitted as clear that the correct date of a deed is 
the date on which it is “ made,’’ which is the date on which it 
becomes operative and binding as what it purports to be: 
compare the decision of the House of Lords as to the making 
of a contract of sale in Inland Revenue Commissioners v. 
Mullers Margarine, Lid. [1901] A.C. 217. Upon what the 
deed purports to do depends the number of the parties who 
have to execute the deed to make it complete. The correct 
date of the making of the deed is therefore the date on which 
the last essential party delivers the deed. 

For example, in the simplest possible case of a conveyance 
of land, the deed is made when it is delivered by the grantor 
(donor or vendor) without any necessity for execution by the 
grantee: Naas v. Westminster Bank, Lid. [1940] A.C. 366. 
This will be so even though in the deed the grantee undertakes 
obligations, since he will not be permitted to approbate and 
reprobate: ibid.; see also Halsall v. Brizell (1957) Ch. 169. 
Note also that s. 65 (1) of the Law of Property Act, 1925, 
provides that a reservation of a legal estate operates without 
execution of the conveyance by the grantee. Thus, if there 
are, say, two joint grantors, the deed of conveyance should 
be dated when it is delivered by the second of them. 
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relating to the premises) considers and 


(ibid., s. 10 (2)). 


just equitable 


More comprehensive legislation ? 

Having reviewed the main provisions of the Offices Act, 
1960, all that remains to be said is that it seems unlikely that 
the Act will ever come into force! Section 15 (1) of the Act 
provides that the Act shall come into force on Ist January, 
1962, but on 28th July, 1960, in a written answer to a question 
by the Earl of Munster, the Lord Chancellor (Viscount 
Kilmuir) said: “ We [Her Majesty’s Government] have 
decided to introduce comprehensive legislation on this subject, 
for which . . . the Minister of Labour will be responsible. 
It will not be possible to complete the preparation of this 
major measure in time to introduce it next Session ; but it 
is our intention that the Bill should be introduced before 
the Offices Bill comes into force at the beginning of 1962. 
The legislation will, in any event, cover shops, offices and 
those railway premises not already covered by factory 
legislation. The question of the inclusion of other classes 
of premises covered by the Gowers Committee’s Report is 
still being examined.’’ Whether or not the Offices Act, 1960, 
which was a private member’s Bill, ever comes into force, its 
provisions deserve careful study because they give some 
indication of the shape of things to come. D.G.C. 


A DEED—II 


Escrow 

The position where there is an escrow will only be considered 
here in connection with the usual conveyancing practice of 
the vendor’s solicitor having his client sign and return the 
conveyance (already sealed) at least a day or two before the 
date fixed for completion. The object is that on completion, 
without the frills, the vendor's solicitor can exchange the 
conveyance for cash. When was the conveyance delivered ? 
Not by the vendor’s solicitor on completion except in the rare 
case of his being authorised so to do by his client by deed : 
Powell v. London & Provincial Bank [1893] 2 Ch. 555. There 
are only two alternatives. First, that the conveyance has not 
been delivered at all and that the transaction is incomplete 
pending delivery, which is surely unacceptable, although for 
the future the conveyance may be rescued by the maxim : 
omnia presumuntur rite et solemniter esse acta (and see 
Law Society’s Digest, Opinion No. 125). Second, that when 
the vendor returned the conveyance to his solicitor he 
delivered it as an escrow, i.e., not to be operative until the 
performance of some condition, usually the payment of the 
purchase price or the execution of a duplicate or counterpart : 
see Beesly v. Hallwood Estates, Ltd. [1960] 1 W.L.R. 549, 
affirmed by the Court of Appeal ([1961] 2 W.L.R. 36; p. 61, 
ante) and Windsor Refrigerator Co., Ltd. v. Branch Nominees, 
Lid. [1960] 3 W.L.R. 108 (subject to appeal). Until perform- 
ance of the condition there is no deed, merely an escrow, but 
on such performance the conveyance relates back and must 
normally be taken to have been made on the date of actual 
delivery and not completion: Re Duke of Devonshire’s 
Settlement ; Duchess of Devonshire v. Inland Revenue Commis- 
sioners (1952), 31 A.T.C. 399 ; Byrne v. Revenue Commissioners 
1935) Ir. R, 664, 
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at Great Yarmouth informed the honorary secretary that there the court can be expedited by the production of 
was a sick man aboard the Dutch tanker Mare Novum, which photographs. If you are dealing with a case in which 
was proceeding towards Yarmouth Roads. The master had pictures could be useful, contact— 

asked for a life-boat to meet him with a doctor. The life-boat z > 
Louise Stephens, with a doctor on board, was launched at low Lawyers’ P hotographic Service 
water at 1.2. There was a fresh easterly wind with a heavy 18 Armitage Road, N.W.11 

swell. The doctor boarded the tanker and found the patient SPE 5210 

lying in the engine room with severe internal injuries. He 
decided the man was in too bad a state to be landed by life- 
boat. The tanker E. This is another true story 
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The inevitable conclusion is that the vast majority of 
conveyances are incorrectly dated as at the date of completion 
(or thereabouts) instead of as at the date of delivery by the 
vendor. 


Blanks 


A cognate trap quite often fallen into in practice concerns 
the filling in of gaps in a deed by solicitors at or after comple- 
tion, e.g., numerous dates in mortgage deeds. The rule is 
clear: “‘ It is well known law that an agent cannot execute a 
deed or do any part of the execution which makes it a deed 
unless he is appointed under seal”: per Bowen, L J., in 
Powell's case, supra, at p. 568. Speaking generally, if there are 
material blanks in a deed, the deed is a nullity unless and until 
it is redelivered by the grantor after the blanks have been 
filled in, and then the correct date of the deed will be the date 
of redelivery: Re Seymour; Fielding v. Seymour [1913] 
1 Ch. 475. However, the mere filling in of the correct date of 
a deed after its execution does not affect the deed’s validity : 
Keane v. Smalibone (1855), 17 C.B. 179. See also Rudd v. 
Bowles [1912] 2 Ch. 60, where a lease was dated after execution 
with the consent of all the parties and it was held that the 
lease was not void, the parties being estopped from denying 
that the lease was executed on the date inserted. 


Land registry transfers 
In accordance with the prescribed forms in the Schedule to 
the Land Registration Rules, 1925, a land registry transfer 
must be dated and the above principles apply. However, the 
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date on the transfer and the date of registration will rarely, 
if ever, be the same. It must be emphasised that the legal 
estate only passes on the date of registration : Land Registra- 
tion Act, 1925, ss. 19 (1), 22 (1). Thus, prior to the date of 
registration, for example, a valid notice to quit cannot be 
served by a purchaser: Smith v. Express Dairy Co., Lid. 
[1954] J.P.L. 45, and a receiver cannot be appointed by a 
transferee of a registered charge: Lever Finance, Lid. v. 
Needleman and Kreutzer’s Trustee [1956| Ch. 375 (see s. 33 (2) 
of the Land Registration Act, 1925). 

It is true that s. 27 (3) of the Land Registration Act, 1925, 
provides that a charge by way of legal mortgage “ shall take 
effect from the date of delivery of the deed containing the 
same,” but it has been held that this only gives the chargee 
protection and not the legal estate (i.e., no priority over a 
tenant by estoppel) : Grace Rymer Investmenis, Lid. v. Waite 
[1958] Ch. 831. 

Conclusion 

One fact, if nothing else, emerges clearly from the above : 
the correct dating of a deed is by no means as simple as it is 
usually taken to be,though the consequences of an incorrect date, 
in theory important, are mostly mitigated in practice. It is 
understood that the procedure in Scotland is to insert the date 
on which each of the parties executes the deed, so that if any 
dispute arises the court can then decide when the document 
was “‘ made.”’ Is this not another example of something we 
could usefully learn from across the border ? 


(Concluded) v.’P, 


Landlord and Tenant Notebook 


CONTRACTUAL OR STATUTORY ? 


For, I believe, the first time in its history, Current Law for 


May last had nothing to say about rent restriction. This 
negative phenomenon has not, so far, occurred again; but 
the output of authorities on rent control legislation is decidedly 
down. That the Acts are still capable of such production 
has, however, been demonstrated by Fredco Estates, Lid. v. 
Bryant [1961] 1 W.L.R. 76; p. 86, post (C.A.), in which 
issues of different kinds fell to be decided. There was a 
question whether the contractual tenancy of a tenant had 
terminated before his death, with which I propose to deal 
to-day ; and a question of subletting or sharing, which will be 
discussed in a later article. 

The action was for possession of controlled premises. The 
defendants were husband and wife, the latter claiming a 
protected contractual tenancy. If she had been asked for 
a document in the nature of an abstract of title, the root 
would have been a tenancy granted to her late father in 1922 ; 
assigned, on his death intestate in 1945, to her mother, and, 
on her mother’s death intestate in 1959, to herself. The 
plaintiffs’ case was that the father had died a statutory tenant 
so that, though the defendants had lived with his widow, 
the “ no second transmission on death ” rule of Pain v. Cobb 
(1931), 47 T.L.R. 596, deprived them of protection. So the 
fundamental question was, as Ormerod, L.J., said, whether the 
contractual tenancy of the father had been terminated before 
his death. 

Increases of rent 


A court may infer that notice of increase (which has the 
effect of a notice to quit: Rent Restrictions (Notices of 


Increase) Act, 1923 ; Rent Act, 1957, s. 6 (3)) has been served 
from the fact that increases have been paid (Baxter vy. 
Eckersley [1950] 1 K.B. 480 (C.A.) ; Marcroft Wagons, Lid. v. 
Smith [1951] 2 K.B. 496 (C.A.)), or even from the oddness of 
the amount being paid (Brock v. Wollams [1949] 2 K.B. 388 
(C.A.)). But the remarkable feature of Fredco Estates, Ltd. v. 
Bryant was that a notice of increase on the increased rates 
ground was proved to have been served in 1945: only the 
landlords’ agents used the wrong form, new control instead of 
old control forms ; and they mis-stated the amounts of the 
rates payable by the landlords. Also, they did not express 
that they signed the notice on the landlords’ behalf. 


Form 


The form which should have been used in 1945 for a pre- 
1939 controlled house was to be found in the Schedule to the 
Rent Restrictions Regulations, 1940 (repealed in 1954), and 
contained spaces in which the landlord could state increases 
on the net rent and for improvements and structural altera- 
tions as well as increases of rates payable by the landlord. If 
the form had been used, these paragraphs would have been 
struck out or “ nil’ inserted in the space. Then, the increase 
in rates which was claimed was the increase since 1939, not 
since 1914; but this meant that less was being claimed than 
could have been. 

On this point, it was held that the notice might not be 
precisely in the prescribed form, but that it was in a form 
substantially to the same effect: it had all the essentia’ 
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matters in it for calculating the increase and giving the 
reason why. 
Mistaken admission 

A further difficulty arose from the circumstance that, in 
order to save having to call evidence, the defendants’ solicitors 
had served the plaintiffs’ solicitors with a notice to admit, 
and the latter had admitted, rateable values and rates payable 
between 1914 and 1959, but the figures given for rates payable 
did not include water rates (which the much-criticised drafts- 
men of the Increase of Rent, etc., Restrictions Act, 1920, 
expressly made to count as rates: s. 12 (1) (d)). And, while 
the county court judge queried the discrepancy, no evidence 
was actually called of what the water rates were, but the 
judgment proceeded on the assumption that the omission 
accounted for the difference. It was only in the Court of 
Appeal that it was actually agreed that this was so, but that 
court declined to set the judgment aside on the prima facie 
valid ground that the county court judge, there being no 
evidence of what the water rates had been, had misdirected 
himself. To do otherwise, Ormerod, L.J., said, would be 
entirely unreal and amount to a denial of justice. 


Signature 

The requirement was that “ the landlord has served upon 
the tenant a valid notice in writing of his intention to increase 
the rent’’ (Increase of Rent, etc., Restrictions Act, 1920, 
s. 3 (2)), and the objection was raised that the notice, if other- 
wise valid, had not been signed by the landlord, and that those 
who signed it had not even stated that they were signing it on 
behalf of the landlord. 

The short answer to this was that the subsection does not 
say that the notice must be signed by the landlord; and ; 
further answer was that the tenant had been well aware of 
the fact that the the landlords’ agents, 
whom he had always recognised as such. 

Points of this nature rarely succeed ; one might compare 
the decision in London County Council v. Agricultural Food 
Products ; Same v. Vitamins, Lid. [1955| 20.B. 218. (But if, 
as Ormerod, L.]., said, it would have been better if the agents 
had stated on the notice that they were agents, it would also 
be better if those who “ such as those to 


signatories were 


prescribe forms, 
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be served by landlords under Pt. II of the Landlord and Tenant 
Act, 1954, made express provision for signature by authorised 
agents: this has been done in the case of notices required 
by the Rent Act, 1957.) 


Onus 

The plaintiffs thus succeeded in establishing that the 
second defendant's father had died a statutory tenant, and so 
succeeded in spite of the use of wrong forms, mis-statement of 
and misunderstanding about figures, and failure to refer to 
agency. It might well be called a case of good luck rather 
than good management ; but many practitioners confronted 
with similar problems will sympathise with the landlords 
rather than with the tenant. When there is a retention of 
possession at the termination of a fixed term, the presumption 
is that the tenant holds over as statutory tenant, the landlord 
not being able to get possession because of the Acts : Morrison 
v. Jacobs [1945] K.B. 577 (C.A.). But in the case of weekly 
and other periodical tenancies, the presumption is the other 
way: it was held in Duxbury v. Nurse [1947) E.G.D. 245 
(C.A.), that the daughter of a tenant who had died intestate 
and whose widow had then died intestate was a contractual 
tenant. In Mount v. Childs (1948), 64 T.L.R. 559 (C.A,), 
a similar finding was, perhaps more cautiously, upheld: 

Searing in mind that Mrs. Childs [the defendant’s mother 
must have been a contractual tenant for some time, that there 
was no evidence at all that her tenancy had ever been deter- 
mined . . . I think that the county court judge was perfectly 
entitled to draw the inference which he did draw.” The 
actual decision in that case, in which the executors of a tenant’s 
will had given notice to quit and were held thus to have 
debarred her son, who had resided with her for some vears, 
from claiming a statutory tenancy, may be said to have been 
overruled by Moodie v. Hosegood [1952] A.C. 61, together with 
the authority of Thynne v. Salmon (1948) 1 K.B. 482 (C.A.), 
on which it was based. But the effect is that the death of a 
tenant may result in some person having two sets ot rights ; 
Whitmore v. Lambert {1955} 1 W.L.R. 495 (C.A.), has 
shown that he will be presumed to have occupied as contractual 
tenant. 


HERE AND THERE 


YOUTH AND AGE 


“Youth is the pleasant springtime of our days 
As Dante so mellifluously says 


So we poor superannuated squares, those who are deep in 
their darkening twenties, and, even more, those who are 
archaically yet older still, should be profoundly grateful to any 
generous teenagers who are so kind as to allow us to share, 
however remotely, in their sprightly pleasures, instead of 
leaving us (as we deserve) to the lonely silence of our 
melancholy contemplations. It is scarcely credible (is it ?) 
that any should fail to 
appreciate the opportunity of enjoying the fleeting illusion of 


among us who are so honoured 
renewing our own youth instead of being left with the stale 
crumbs lying beneath the deserted table of life’s former feast. 
Still, believe it or not, there do still survive in this day and 
age (this age which, as an inevitable s qu il to the era of the 
common man, has become so conspicuously the era of the even 


irthritis that 


more common child) persons so nigid with moral 


they actively resent the splendid sounds with which triumphant 
youth apprises them of its presence. 


ZEAL FOR MUSIC 


Now, take quite a recent case. In Leeds there lives a vital, 
dynamic mid-teenager of sixteen, energetic, versatile, musical, 
muscular. In the formalised atmosphere of the eighteenth 
century a piano may have sufficed for the ordinary purposes 
of the young Mozart, but in the limitless horizons of our time 
that was nothing like enough for this emancipated youth. 
A clarinet, drums, cymbals and a record-player barely afforded 
sufficient outlet for his devotion to music, while, in order to 
keep his physical condition at a peak, so as to be able to 
cope adequately with such a variety of instruments, he kept 
weights for weight-lifting and regularly banged his hands on 
the walls in order to strengthen them. Although it is recorded 
that “ the Abbé Liszt banged with his fist,”’ it does not appear 
that either Mozart or Beethoven was so earnest and 
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conscientious about putting himself in training. It is 
surely reassuring to know that in Leeds (not usually regarded 
as a seed-bed of the arts) there are young musicians who 
take their calling so seriously. 


CONFLICT 


3uT here we reach the melancholy and well-nigh incompre- 
hensible climax of the story. The next-door neighbours, 
instead of finding this display of youthtul virtuosity stimulating 
and (to call in a current term of approbation) “ exciting,” 
acted on the Victorian principle that the young should be 
seen (if absolutely necessary) but never heard, complained 
that they could not enjoy their television and actually took 
out a summons in the Leeds Juvenile Court. This in itself 
was a symptom of a certain outmoded and unenterprising 
conventionality. One would have thought that in picking a 
quarrel of that description their own television set represented 
a strong deterrent or counter-offensive weapon with its almost 
unbroken succession of shots, shouts of anger and screams of 
anguish. I have a friend who became convinced that the 
somewhat cantankerous old lady who lived on the floor above 
her was using her wireless with deliberate intent to aggravate. 
The house where they lived was in an isolated position, so no 
one but themselves was concerned. Repeated representations 
having proved vain, my friend decided to mount an “ all out ”’ 
counter-offensive. She fixed an amplifier just under the 


enemy's bed and then turned on her own wireless, a powerful 


SOLICITOR 


“THE Barcatn,” by Michael Gilbert, at the St. Martin’s 
Theatre, is a play by a solicitor about a solicitor, set for 
three-quarters of its length in a solicitor’s office. Does it 
sound too workaday to be entertaining? It isn’t. What 
happens to this solicitor, while not entirely incredible, is 
decidedly out-of-the-way. 

Though proud of his integrity and highly conscious of his 
duty to the community (“ We are not ordinary people. We 
are solicitors ’’), he is led by his passion for collecting miniatures 
into a deal in which he tries to buy a Goya portrait at a fraction 
ofits value. The man he employed as his agent in this dubious 
transaction then blackmails him ; awkward questions about 
the possession of identifiable banknotes are to be avoided by 
the solicitor’s being forced to spend a night in the flat of the 
blackmailer’s mistress, who would be presumed by all to have 
provided consideration for the gift. The man of law escapes 
by slugging the lady with a cosh, after which he considerately 
slips a cushion under her head as she lies unconscious on the 
floor. 

This plot, which may sound on the hefty side when written 
out in cold blood, is in reality slight. Most of our time i; 
spent in the offices of Messrs. Glanville and Selwyn, of New 


Vol. 105] 79 


one, at full blast, and, by moving from foreign station to 
foreign station, kept it going without intermission for three 
days and nights. (In the intervals of changing stations, she 
herself slept in the garden.) By the end of the period, her 
neighbour had got the message. There has been no occasion 
since to renew the treatment. 


UNAPPRECIATIVE COURT 


But, to return to the unappreciated prodigy of Leeds, between 
the summons and the hearing his critics even took the extreme 
step of calling a police officer to the house on Christmas Eve, 
though it is no part of the training of the police to act as 
arbiters in the fine arts. Perhaps, if only the lad had rendered 
“God rest you merry, gentlemen’ or “ Silent Night ” on 
his clarinet, drums and cymbals, the hearts of his neighbours 
would have melted in the fiery glow of Christmastide good will. 
As it was, the court proceedings took their arid, unapprecia- 
tive course. An order was made under the Noise Abatement 
Act, 1960, and the lad was ordered to pay five guineas costs 
at 2s. 6d. a week out of his 10s. a week pocket money. The 
merciful chairman did not apparently suggest that he should 
dispose of his clarinet, his cymbals, his drums, his record- 
player or his weights to discharge the obligation in less than 
42 weeks. One other point, a rather engaging one: the lad 
told the court that he thought he was within his rights. 
Can it be that, but for this new Act, he could have been ? 


RICHARD Roe. 


At the Theatre 
ON STAGE 


Square, Lincoln’s Inn; somebody mentions Rylands and 
Fletcher ; Mr. Selwyn is before the master at 11 o'clock ; 
a lady is interviewed who thinks she might like a divorce. 
As was to be expected, the author eschews the element of 
caricature which so often distorts stage lawyers, and 
Mr. Alastair Sim plays George Selwyn with due restraint 
almost throughout. 

Indeed, Mr. Sim is a great deal of the evening's entertain- 
ment ; we end by feeling a real touch of affection for this 
dutiful, respectable, but humanly and humorously fallible 
man. Asked by his puzzled partner, who is worried about 
him, whether he is in the sort of trouble that, if he were a 
layman, he would want to see a solicitor about, he replies 
ruefully: “ Well, it’s the sort of trouble that, if I were a 
layman, I might think a solicitor could help me with.” 
Mr. George Cole, as an affable scoundrel with a sense of 
humonr, is a real turn, though a sinister one, and Mr. Peter 
Copley as the other partner is impeccably professional. Miss 
Janet Brown charms as a combined solicitor’s bogus temporary 
secretary and blackmailer’s girl friend, and Miss Helen 
Christie simmers as a genuine, permanent secretary who is 
jealous. Mr. Allan Jeayes is a minatory managing clerk. 





Societies 


The Sussex Society oF YounG Souicitors will hold their 
next meeting on lst February at the Old Ship Hotel, King’s 
Road, Brighton, at 7.30 p.m. Mr. Horsfall Turner, Under- 
Secretary, The Law Society, will talk on “‘ Are you getting the 
rate for the job?” 


The PrymoutaH Law Stupents’ Society held their annual 
dinner at the Duke of Cornwall Hotel, Plymouth, on 13th January. 
Replying to the toast of “ The City of Plymouth,” the Lord 


Mayor, Alderman F. J. Stott, said that it was hoped that the 
building of the city’s new law courts would begin in April. 


Support for the formation of a North East London law society 
is being sought by Mr. S. Kalman, solicitor, Mayor of Stoke 
Newington, who is calling an informal meeting of solicitors 
practising in the area. His address is 55 Queen Elizabeth Walk, 
Stoke Newington, London, N.16. 
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LEGAL EDUCATION FOR 


We set out below extracts from the Report of the Denning 
Committee on Legal Education for Students from Africa, 


published last week (Cmnd. 1255, H.M.S.O., 1s. 6d 


29. We think the right solution of these problems is to take the 
existing system of call to the Bar and expand it to meet the needs 
of a “ fused " profession. There is not so much difficulty in this 
as might be supposed. We have considered the written examina- 
tions for call to the Bar and for admission as a solicitor: and we 
find that they contain much common ground. Indeed, there is 
a proposal on foot for revising the first examinations, at least, 
of both branches so as to make them comparable. The difference 
lies much more in the practical training. A barrister has to read 
for twelve months as a pupil in chambers before being allowed 
to practise in England or Wales \ solicitor has to be articled 
to a practising solicitor We think that 
the correct solution is 

(1) to remodel the Bar 
alternative subjects more suited to the 
from overseas ; and 

(2) to introduce a substantial period of practical training in 
both the barrister’s and solicitor’s the work 
which all such students must being allowed 
to practise 


normally for five years 


include 
needs of students 


examinations so as to 


side of 
take befor 


a 


The new practical training 

33. The Council of Legal Education have recently organised a 
course of practical training for students who have passed their 
Bar Finals. It has very ssful. The course for home 
students lasts months The course for students 
lasts three months. It is designed to give practical training 
comparable to that provided by “ reading in chambers.’’ It 
is under the supervision of experienced practising barristers and 
mecludes such subjects as these 
writing opinions, drafting 
pleadings and affidavits 
and defending in 


been 


succt 


five overseas 


Work in chambers (conferences, 
indictments, writs, summonses, 
Work in criminal courts (prosecuting 
magistrates’ courts, quarter and 
assizes): Work in civil courts (summonses before a master, 
cases in county courts, and High Court, with and without a 
jury): The examination of witnesses Professional ethics and 
responsibilities : Full case hearings (each pupil acting as counsel, 
witness, clerk of court, ete Final exercise in a formal court. 


34. We think that this post-final course provides the pattern 
for future development. It covers the work of a barrister. It 
should be extended to at least six months so as to cover practical 
training in the work of a solicitor. This part of the course should 
be conducted by The Law Society and be under the supervision 
of experienced solicitors and cover such subjects as these: The 
organisation and management of a solicitor’s office : Relationship 
between solicitor and client, including professional etiquette : 
Elements of book-keeping ; and the keeping of accounts by a 
solicitor, and bills of costs: How the English solicitor prepares 
a case for trial: The drafting of commercial documents: Taking 
instructions for wills Conveyancing and land registration. 
The whole should be run by the Council of Legal 
Education and The Law Society in close consultation. 


sessions 


course 


35. We do not think that there should be a written examination 
at the end of the post-final course. The subject-matter does not 
lend itself to it. But test papers could be set as part of the 
course, particularly in book-keeping and the keeping of accounts 
At the end of the course certificates should be awarded by the 
Council of Legal Education and The Law Society to those pupils 
who have attended diligently and done their duties satisfactorily. 

Pupillage 

36. The Inns of have always considered it 
important that a barrister should read as a pupil in chambers 
for twelve months setting up to practise on his own 
account : and this is enforced nowadays by requiring every man, 
when he is called to the Bar, to give an undertaking that he will 
not practise as a barrister in England or Wales until he has done 
twelve months’ pupillage. But, as an alternative, the Masters 
of the Bench man to substitute attendance for 


Court to be very 


before 


allow a 


may 
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five months at a post-final practical training course in place of 
some or all of a period of pupillage. 


37. We attach the same high value to a period of ‘ reading in 
chambers,” provided always that the master is conscientious to 
instruct and the pupil diligent to learn. And we would attach 
equal importance to a period of attendance in the office of a 
solicitor on the like proviso. We consider that a period of 
pupillage gives a valuable introduction to the practice and 
conduct of the profession : and it has inestimable advantages in 
bringing the pupil more closely into contact with people here and 
the way things are done. It has great social and educational 
value which will stand the pupil in good stead when he returns 
to his own country. Until recently both branches of the pro 
fession have been reluctant to take pupils who did not intend to 
practise in England. But this reluctance is being overcome. 
Some members of the Bar have taken pupils from overseas with 
conspicuous success : and the Bar Council is advancing a scheme 
which a group of fifteen sets of common law chambers has stated 
its willingness to support. It is to start on the Ist January, 
1961. We have good reports too from those solicitors who have 
taken articled clerks from overseas into their offices 


38. We hope that the Bar Council and The Law Society will 
do all they can to encourage their members to take pupils from 
overseas. The numbers who could be taken would necessarily 
be few: but we think that places should be found for the best 
No pupil should be accepted until he has passed his Bar examina- 
tions and taken the post-final course. The pupillage should be 
for a period of not less than six months. The pupil should be 
the pupil of one master—one barrister or one solicitor, as the 
case may be—and not the pupil of a set of chambers or of a 
partnership firm. The Bar Council propose to keep a list of those 
barristers ready, able and willing to take pupils from overseas 
and who have the practice and accommodation necessary for the 
purpose, And The Law Society should be asked to do the same 
for solicitors. Any pupil desiring to become a pupil should 
apply to one of these bodies with recommendations from those 
who sponsor him. Sometimes he will be sponsored by a govern- 
ment from overseas. At other times recommended by his tutors 
in England. The Bar Council and The Law Society should supply 
the prospective master in advance with detailed information about 
any candidate for pupillage. The freedom of choice on either 
side—pupil and master—should be unimpaired. No barrister or 
solicitor should take pupils if the Bar Council or The Law Society 
dissent from his doing so owing to his want of practice or so 
forth. 


39. We realise that some alteration will be necessary in the 
Consolidated Regulations to enable a man from overseas, after 
call to the Bar, to become a pupil in a solicitor’s office ; but we 
suggest that such alteration might be made. We hope that the 
Inns of Court will see no objection to a barrister from overseas 
entering a solicitor’s office as a pupil, so long as he undertakes 
not to practise in this country. None of the pupils whom we 
have in mind will wish to practise at all in this country. If they 
could be found places in solicitors’ offices, it would be the best 
way to fit them for practice in a “ fused "’ profession 


Qualification to practise 


40. If it were possible, we should like to see it made a condition 
of right to practise that a man from overseas should pass his Bar 
examination, take the post-final practical training course, and 
then do six months’ pupillage with a barrister or solicitor. But 
we realise that very few will be able to do the pupillage. There 
are not places available for all. Se we are forced to the con- 
clusion that the pupillage cannot be compulsory. A man from 
overseas should be qualified to practise after passing the Bar 
examinations and taking the post-final course of six months 
which we have recommended : or at any rate doing a substantial 
period of practical training. 


+1. All of us think that post-final training in some form or 
other should be made compulsory as a condition of a right to 
practise. We understand that some of the territories are 
imposing their own conditions for post-final training. They will 
not allow a man to practise unless he has done one year’s practical 
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LONDON CITY MISSION 


instituted 18635. 150 Missionaries Employed 


The Society exists for the spiritual and social uplift 
of che people of London, mainiy by house-to-house 
visitation and evangelism in industry 
Latest Report Sent Free on Request 


£2,200 weekly required for the maintenance 
of the Society’s operations 


Testamentary Bequests Earnestly Solicited 


Chairman; E. G. A. BARTLETT, Esq. 
Treasurer: O B GILBART-SMITH, Esq. 
Secretary : Rev. Canon C. E ARNOLD, M.A. 
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BIBLES 


IN MANY LANGUAGES 
are continually needed by Ministers, 
Missionaries and other Christian Workers 

IN MANY LANDS 
substantial help is often 
FREELY GIVEN by the 
TRINITARIAN BIBLE SOCIETY 
7 Bury Place, London, W.C.1 (HOL 9460) 


GIFTS and LEGACIES help to maintain 
and extend this VITAL WORK 


The Gentlewomen’s Work 
and Help Society (Inc.) 


Estast men 189! 


requests your help to cover 
increasing costs of Students’ 
Training, Annuities for the 
elderly and the maintenance 
of the Needlecraft Depot 


Annual Report available on request to : 
The Secretary, 1 Ridgefield, King Street, 
Manchester, 2 
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Solicitors Agents: Service of Legal Documents 
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Special Surveillance and Shadowing, with or without cars 
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(8 lines) highest — 

Valuations for insurance, export, probate or sale, 
are accepted by all authorities. Fees are remitted 
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of appraisal. 
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their interest in H. R. Harmer'’s hands. Write for 
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International 
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44 NEW BOND STREET, LONDON, W.! 
and at New Yor« and Syoney. (Tel.: Mayfair 0218 

















AID IN ADVERSITY 


When professional earnings cease by reason of old age, failing 
health or adversity, and retirement pension or annuities are 
often found to be inadequate, The Professional Classes Aid 
Council supplies temporary or permanent relief for men and 
women and their dependants, whose own professional 
benevolent funds are either unable to help sufficiently or to 


assist at all. Last year £18,741 in grants were distributed 
under the following headings: 


|. Permanent help to the aged and chronic sick. 


2. Temporary help following disaster whilst plans were 
being made for the future. 


. Education and training grants to young people 
unable to obtain the type of help they needed from 
the state. 


LEGACIES, SUBSCRIPTIONS AND DONATIONS 
are urgently needed to ensure the continuance of this work. 


PROFESSIONAL CLASSES 
AID COUNCIL onc.) 


Patron: H.M. Queen Elizabeth, The Queen Mother 
President : The Rt. Hon. Lord Moran, M.C., M.D., P.P.R.C.P. 
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The Cancer RELIEF Fund 


is in no way subsidised or controlled by the state, but its 
benevolent work for thousands of Britain’s poorest cancer 
patients must still go on, and this now requires some 
£111,000 a year. 


DONATIONS AND LEGACIES WELCOMED 


Booklets free on request 


NATIONAL SOCIETY FOR CANCER RELIEF 


Founder and Chairman : Douglas Macmillan, M.B.E., M.R.1.P.H.H. 
47 VICTORIA STREET, LONDON, S.W.! Tel.: ABBey 4124 








MISS SHEPPARD'S ANNUITANTS’ HOMES 


FOUNDED 1855 FOR ELDERLY GENTLEWOMEN 


Our Homes, administered under a Charity Commission Scheme, 

provide unfurnished rooms, rent free, to Gentlewomen in good 

health, aged between 60 and 77 years on entry and who have 

a secured income of from {52 to {225 per annum. Ladies 

must be members of the Church of England or of a Protestant 
denomination. 


OUR HOMES DO NOT RECEIVE GOVERNMENT AID 


They need the support of new friends 


LEGACIES 


are invaluable to us 
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training in the territory and passed an examination in the local 
laws. We hope that all the territories themselves will take the 
steps necessary to ensure that a man does a course of practical 
training before Leing allowed to practise. We would suggest for 
consideration this solution : 


In those territories which have established or are establishing 
their own courses of practical training, they will no doubt make 
regulations requiring students to take their own course before 
they are allowed to practise. But we would like to suggest that, 
if a student should take the post-final course here, credit should 
be given in the territory for his having done it, and he should be 
given exemption from the territorial course to a corresponding 
extent. 

In those territories which have not yet established their own 
courses of practical training, we hope very much that the terri- 
tories will insist on the student doing the six months’ post-final 
course in England or its equivalent elsewhere before he is 
admitted to practise: and will make regulations or take such 
other steps as are appropriate for the purpose. 

We realise that this insistence on practical training will mean 
that it takes a man longer before he is admitted to practise. 
But an industrious student should be able to pass his final 
examination at least six months before he has completed his 
dinners. A requirement by the territories that he should take 
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the post-final course should not normally involve any prolongation 
of his stay in England. 


Admission as solicitors 


42. Few students from Africa have attempted to qualify by 
securing admission as solicitors in England. Yet we should 
have thought that, for practice in Africa, a solicitor’s training 
was most valuable. Indeed just as valuable as that of a barrister. 
And we know that the Governments of some territories have 
reserved scholarship grants for those who qualify in this way. 
We would like to see more of those students. Just as we hope 
that The Law Society will do all it can to encourage solicitors to 
take pupils for six months, so we hope it will encourage them to 
take African articled clerks. The numbers will necessarily be 
small but they are likely to be students intended to occupy 
important public offices in their own countries. 


As a variant, we venture to make this suggestion: There are 
in the territories a number of English solicitors. If these were 
at liberty to accept Africans as articled clerks who could take 
the Intermediate Examination in the territory, and then come 
over to England and complete articles with a solicitor here, attend 
the Law School here, and take the Final Examination here, it 
might provide a valuable means of entry. But it would mean 
some amendment of The Law Society’s Regulations.” 


CORRESPONDENCE 


[The views expressed by our correspondents are not necessarily those of “ The Solicitors’ Journal ”] 


Delay in Signing Contracts 


Sir,—The interesting and provocative article by ‘‘ E.A.W.” 
in your issue of 13th January (p. 30) should cause us all to think. 
As E.A,.W. says, normally speaking our conveyancing transactions 
form part of a conventional pattern, the reason for which is not 
far to seek. If the same things are done in the same order time 


after time it is far less likely that one of those things will be 


forgotten. In each transaction a considerable number of steps 
now has to be taken; if those steps are not taken in the same 
order one or more may with too great facility be forgotten. 
Appreciable time can be saved to the solicitor as opposed to his 
chent by adopting a uniform procedure for each transaction. It 
is not every solicitor who nowadays can afford the time to pause 
and consider what manner of amendments should be made to his 
existing office organisation and method in order to speed to the 
utmost each separate conveyancing transaction and it must be 
admitted that it appears to be seldom that two such transactions 
are identical. 

I was myself surprised that E.A.W. should lay so little emphasis 
on the advantages of preparing the contract after the abstract has 
been prepared. If it were part of the pattern of every solicitor’s 
conventions that the abstract was to be prepared first, irrational 
delays after exchange of contracts would largely be avoided. 
Obviously from the solicitor’s own point of view it is an advantage 
to prepare the abstract before the contract, since by so doing he 
must bring to his attention those matters disclosed in the deeds 
which should also be contained in the contract. I am puzzled 
as to why E.A.W. should consider that a solicitor ought to refuse 
to act for a vendor who instructs him to prepare several copies 
of a contract and to submit copies to two or more possible 
purchasers with the intimation that the first one returned signed 
will be accepted. Does E.A.W. himself in fact “ refuse to act” 
where a client of his requests him to submit a property for sale 
by auction ? What is the difference ? Often it is the case that a 
client comes in on the morning of an auction to be advised as to 
the legal position in which he will find himself if he bids for and 
obtains property to be submitted to auction that afternoon. In 
both the case of which E.A.W. complains and the case of the 
auction in the afternoon it is clearly the solicitor’s duty to advise 
his client of the risks to be rut. .ad then leave it to the client to 
make up his mind whether he can afford and is prepared to run 
those risks. 

Before every reader of the Soricirors’ JourNAL decides to 
accept in tofo the suggestions made by E.A.W. regarding the 
making of local searches in advance, I think that some might be 
interested to learn an experience of my own firm in that connection 
last summer. An extensive country estate was to be submitted 


for auction at Michaelmas; instructions were received about 
mid-August and searches and the usual preliminary inquiries 
were made both with the rural district council and with the 
county council. On the 22nd August, it was learned that an 
offer to purchase had been received ; the London firm of solicitors 
acting for the purchaser was particularly well-known to my firm 
and a letter was written to them to advise them that although 
results of local searches had not been returned, searches had been 
made with both appropriate authorities and could, if the 
purchaser wished, be handed over. On the 25th August we were 
thanked for our kind offer of the loan of the local searches. The 
county council search and inquiries having already been returned, 
on the 3ist August the rural district council’s search and 
inquiries were received and were sent off together with those 
from the county. We advised the London solicitors that we were 
debiting them with the actual disbursements on the two searches 
although we charged them nothing for preparing the searches, 
inquiries and making all the necessary plans. The following day 
the London solicitors wrote to advise us that they found them- 
selves in “an embarrassing situation." They said that they 
had been careful to refer to a “‘ loan’ of the local searches but 
that they realised they must put in “‘ more up-to-date searches ”’ 
themselves. They felt they could not ask their client to pay 
for searches made by us and in the circumstances they did not 
intend to peruse the result of the searches and would return them 
to us without perusal. I would suggest therefore that in certain 
quarters conveyancing conventions appear to merit not mere 
genuflection but full length prostration. 

I have been wondering whether you, Sir, would consider it to be 
of benefit to the profession to remind ourselves about the provisions 
of cl. 5 of the General Order of 1882, made under the Solicitors’ 
Remuneration Act, 1881, which reads as follows :-— 

In respect of any business which is required to be, and is, by 
special exertion, carried through in an exceptionally short space 
of time, a solicitor may be allowed a proper additional remuneration 
for the special exertion, according to the circumstances. 

Should not clients be advised that if they wish work to be 
done with unusual alacrity requiring a solicitor’s special exertions, 
they must pay for those special exertions ? Is it perhaps possible 
that the requests we so often receive to exert ourselves to a more 
or less specialised degree might be received with less frequency 
if payment had to be made for the special exertions in question ? 
I opine that if that course were taken, the voices of E.A.W. 
and of his co-reformers which can now be heard crying, might, 
in the foreseeable future, leave the wilderness. 


Cirencester, 
Glos. 


C. R. MULLINGs. 
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VALUERS INSTITUTION 


LIMITED BY GUARANTEE 


FOUNDED 1928 


Designatory Letters: F.V.1. and A.V.I. 


Valuations of Chattels and Real Estate, Surveys, 
Sales by Auction and Private Treaty, Property 
Management, etc., by qualified members 


HEADQUARTERS: 


3 CADOGAN GATE, LONDON, S.W.1 
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Substantial 
Funds Available 
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FOR BUILDING SCHEMES, DEVELOPMENT AND 
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FIRST AND SECOND MORTGAGES FOR 
HOUSE PURCHASE 


CAPITAL FOR BUSINESS 


HOWARD HASTINGS 


Mortgage and Finance Broker 
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Delay in Signing Contracts 


Sir,—The article by E. A. W. is most welcome and this 
society has, in its news sheet to members, endeavoured to spread 
his ideas. To speed up “ unregistered ’’ conveyancing is, how- 
ever, like trying to drive a vintage car on high octane petrol. 

Practitioners in Middlesex do not often have to bother with 
getting abstracts from mortgagees. They can quickly provide 
office copies of the title being sold; there is no tedious examination 
of title and the transfer itself is a simple modern document. 


Is it not time that compulsory registration of title was introduced 
in Hertfordshire and Essex ? 
WILLIAM GILLHAM, 
Honorary Secretary, Central & South Middlesex Law Society. 


Sir,—E. A. W.’s article in your issue of 13th January is timely 
and sensible. I have two comments on it, both somewhat 
lengthy. 

My first is that the worst part of the delay which occurs at 
present is not so much in the contract being signed, but in a 
draft of it being produced. It is intensely irritating when one is 
acting for a purchaser to have to wait days or even sometimes 
weeks before being able to get to grips with the matter, which 
one cannot do in the absence of the contract. Moreover, from 
the point of view of public relations, this part of the delay is 
worse than the delay of which E. A. W. speaks, in signing the 
contract. When the purchaser’s solicitor has a draft he can go 
over it with his client and, if there are troublesome matters to 
inquire about or to elucidate, he can explain them and show 
his client what is happening. The vendor’s solicitor similarly 
can demonstrate to his client that he has sent on the draft and 
is dealing with the purchaser’s inquiries. But what can one say 
when nothing is happening ? 

As every practising solicitor knows, there is more often than 
not quite a passage of time between the receipt of instructions 
by a purchaser’s solicitor and the arrival of the draft contract. 
Very often this is no fault of the vendor’s solicitor but is the 
fault of the vendor, or his estate agent. Very few lay vendors 
have any real understanding of what goes on in conveyancing 
and, therefore, they are not to know that, unless they instruct 
their solicitors, as E. A. W. very rightly suggests, on the same 
day as they instruct their estate agent, there is bound to be delay. 


the vendor, nor even in the possession of his bank, but are with 
a mortgagee or the mortgagee’s solicitor. What happens in 
practice all too often, as we know, is that the vendor “ sells ”’ 
his house, that is to say, he agrees a price for it, and he then sits 
back and thinks all is over. His agent, who has obtained the 
name of his solicitors, writes to them and tells them of the sale 
and that is probably the first they have ever heard of it. They 
have then to get hold of the deeds, with the attendant necessity 
of obtaining the vendor’s signature to an authority to the person 
holding them, or to obtain an office copy of the entries on the 
land register in the case of registered land, and only when they 
have these can they start to prepare a draft contract. When the 
deeds or copy entries are obtained it is commonly found that 
there are documents to copy, to go with the draft contract. In 
that way a week or two is very easily lost which need never have 
been lost at all. We have to teach vendors, that is to say, 
everybody in the country, that when they are thinking of selling 
their property they must tell their solicitors about it. We must 
get it into their heads that the job done by their solicitors is not 
some piece of routine which can be started from scratch on the 
day the price is agreed. It is a real job, requiring consideration 
and time. Some years ago the principal estate agency bodies 
were encouraged by their councils to ask their principals to 
communicate with their solicitors at the time when they put a 
property on the market. This has not had any noticeable effect. 
It is a job which we as a profession must, in one way or another, 
do ourselves. Perhaps it could be done by advertisements in 
the Press by The Law Society: advertisements on behalf of 
the profession as a whole might serve many other useful purposes 

but that is another matter ; perhaps it could be done by notices 
exhibited in our outer offices; perhaps it could be done by slips 
inserted in our letters; or perhaps it can only be done, most 
laboriously, by personal exhortation of clients when occasion 
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seems to offer: but done it must be by one means or another, 
unless delay is to continue and we are to be blamed for it 

Sometimes, of course, it is we and not our clients who are to 
blame. Sometimes it seems to me (perhaps | am impatient) 
that vendors’ solicitors are quite incredibly slow in producing 
a draft contract. In three cases with which I happen to be 
dealing personally at the moment there have been delays between 
receipt of instructions and receipt of the draft contract of, 
respectively, fourteen days (contract only: copy documents 
referred to in it followed at intervals ; information still incomplete 
six weeks later), thirteen days (documents in this case complete) 
and fifteen days so far—nothing yet received, although this is 
the last remaining of several flats resulting from a conversion. 
One does not know in these cases whether the fault is that of the 
vendors themselves or their solicitors, but the evil effect upon 
the reputation of the profession is the same in either case. 

My other comment is a more general one. E. A. W., if I may 
respectfully say so, has correctly perceived that the basic reason 
for the present delay in signing contracts is that the nature of 
conveyancing has changed and that therefore our procedure 
must change too. E. A.W. has made some very interesting 
suggestions about one form which that change might take with 
the object of enabling us to sign the traditional form of binding 
contract more quickly. I venture to suggest a possible alterna- 
tive, based upon the following consideration: investigation of 
the vendor’s title used to be the important part of a sale; the 
traditional course of the transaction therefore is a contract for 
sale at the beginning followed by a comparatively lengthy 
deducing of title on the part of the vendor and investigation on 
the part of the purchaser with consequent requisitions on title 
raised by the purchaser, and concluding with the preparation of 
a draft conveyance, its approval by the vendor and its subse- 
quent completion. That in fact is all that our scale fees pay us 
for doing, but, as we all know, it is nowadays far from all that 
we do and, in my submission, it is now far from being the 
important part of what we do, especially if the title is registered. 
The important part of a conveyancing transaction to-day is 
consideration of matters not contained in the abstract of title 
or in the land register: one’s searches and inquiries of the local 
authorities, inquiries of the inspector of taxes and of the vendor 
himself, very often the negotiation of a mortgage and, lastly, 
but far from “‘ leastly,”’ the complicated juggling with a time- 
table to enable one’s client at all times to have at least one roof 
over his head but not to have two roofs for longer than unavoid- 
able. In all this the signature of a binding contract inevitably 
comes at a late stage and would continue to do so, in my view, 
even if E. A. W.’s suggestions were acted upon conscientiously 
by the whole profession. Even if solicitors do all that lies in 
their power to speed the signature of a binding contract, the 
two greatest causes of delay will remain: the arrangement of 
the purchaser's mortgage and the unwillingness of either party 
to commit himself irretrievably until on the one hand he has found 
a new house and on the other hand has disposed of his old. If 
we once grasp this change in the nature of the whole business, 
I suggest that two consequences follow if one wants to avoid 
the criticisms now made : one is that we must take more seriously 
the newer aspects of conveyancing. The routine questions sent 
off without thought of whether they apply to the particular 
circumstances—the omission to think whether there are other, 
non-routine, questions which ought te be asked in the particular 
case ; and, a corollary of that, the perfunctory answers given by 
the vendor’s solicitor, as often as not without any thought or 
without any reference to the vendor himself—when selling 
recently constructed property the failure to supply the purchaser's 
solicitor with a copy not only of the written planning permission 
but of the plan which was attached to it and which is the most 
essential part of it—these are the things which cause delay, and 
until we remedy them we shall deserve to be thought of as a 
profession which goes through routine and pettifogging motions 
of no real significance. 

The other consequence is the realisation that under modern 
conditions a binding contract is bound to come at a late stage 
and therefore is not of the importance which it has in the 
traditional system. The real, the substantial agreement between 
the parties is still made at the outset, but it is a conditional 
agreement, not a binding agreement. It suffers from the defect 
at present that the conditions are implicit and therefore vague, 
but I suggest that they are generally understood to be- 

(1) that the purchaser will be able to make satisfactory 
arrangements for raising the money ; 





84 [Vol. 105) 


(2) that the purchaser's solicitor will not unearth some 
serious snag from his inquiries of the local authority and the 
vendor ; and 

(3) that the arrangements which each party is making 
about disposing of his existing house or acquiring a new one, 
as the case may be, will come to a satisfactory conclusion. 

It also suffers from the defect at present that, although it is 
understood between the parties that neither will back out unless 
one of those implicit conditions is not fulfilled, yet they are 
both free to back out for mere whim, change of mind or higher 
offer, if they choose to do so. That fact is to-day putting an 

strain on commercial morality when it is inevitable 
that something like three weeks at the lowest must pass before 
the parties are finally committed to their bargain. 

This informal agreement is followed by a process of inquiries 
and investigation of various matters, including the title—but 
only as one matter among many—and then the third stage is 
the preparation, approval and completion of the conveyance 
or transfer. Somewhere in the middle of this comes the formal 
contract, and formal is indeed to-day the proper word for it, 
because it is in most cases a mere matter of form. Neither the 
parties, nor, very. often, their solicitors, can understand what is 
the significance of a binding contract which has to be signed 
sometimes only a few days before the substantive conveyance— 
and one has even known cases where it has been signed 
afterwards. 

The basic fallacy, therefore, in our present procedure is to 
suppose that the parties desire or that, if they desire, they can 
have an absolutely binding contract at an early stage. Under 
modern conditions this is not possible and it is at least question- 
able whether it is worth having at a very late stage in the 
proceedings. Would it not be very much better for our 
profession to give formal effect to what, I have suggested, happens 
in fact ?. We should then have a conditional agreement, binding 
in every respect save those conditions entered into at the outset. 
I have phrased these conditions vaguely and in non-technical 
language. I am fully aware of the difficulty of giving them 


technical precision, but, as what our clients actually do is to 
enter into an agreement upon those conditions, at present tacit, 
is it beyond our wit as a profession to make them explicit ? 


1. S. WICKENDEN. 
London, S.W.1. 


Points in Practice 
Income Tax—PareEentT’s DEED or CoOVENANT—NEWLY 
BaBIES 

Sir,—Much as I hesitate to do other than accept the advice 
tendered by your excellent Points in Practice Department, I 
would query the answer to the first Point published on 
2nd December, 1960 (104 Sor. J. 984). The answer suggests 
respectfully accepting the four propositions of an inspector of 
taxes as follows: “ (1) That income tax is a tax on persons and 
noton the unborn. (2) For the purposes of the Income Tax Act, 
1952, income which was paid or applied before a person was born 
cannot have been the income of that person. (3) That person 
cannot recover tax deducted in paying that income. (4) That as 
a matter of general law trustees cannot pay or apply income to or 
for the benefit of the unborn.” 

With respect, I suggest that the propositions should be rejected, 
not accepted. As far as propositions (1) and (2) are concerned, 
income tax is a creature of statute and in order to stand apart 
from the general law these propositions must surely be supported 
by express statutory provision, which is lacking. Proposition (3) 
stands or falls with propositions (1) and (2). Proposition (4), 
in fact, calls in aid the general law, though with a weakening lack 
of reference, and, in the absence of express statutory provision, 
must be regarded as the vital proposition. 

The essence of all the propositions clearly is that an unborn 
person does not exist and should, with all non-existent things, be 
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disregarded. I am not convinced that this is correct (see 
s. 1 (1) (c) of the Variation of Trusts Act, 1958), but in any case 
here, if I understand the facts of the question, the unborn persen 
was en ventre sa mére, which makes all the difference. At this 
point the argument of Alan Leslie for the respondent (a solicitor’s 
managing clerk) in Jackson v. Voss [1923] 2 K.B. 357, at p. 358 
et seq., may be adopted, together with its impressive citation 
of authority :-— 


The rule in question is of general application. In Reve v. Long 
(1694), 1 Salk. 227, the House of Lords decided that a contingent re- 
mainder could be taken by a child en ventre sa mére ; and in Thellusson 
v. Woodford (1799), 4 Ves. 227, at p. 322, Buller, ]., speaking of a 
child en ventre sa mére, said: ‘‘ Such a child has been considered 
as anon-entity. Let us see what this non-entity cando. He may be 
vouched in a recovery, though it is for the purpose of making him 
answer over in value. He may be anexecutor. He may take under 
the Statute of Distributions. He may take by devise. He may be 
entitled under a charge for raising portions. He may have an 
injunction ; and he may have a guardian. Some other cases put this 
beyond doubt. In Wallis v. Hodson (1740), 2 Atk. 115, at p. 117, 
Lord Hardwicke says: ‘The principal reason I go upon in the 
question is, that the plaintiff was en ventre sa mére at the time of her 
brother’s death, and consequently a person in rerum naturd, so that 
both by the rules of the common and civil law, she was, to all intents 
and purposes, a child, as much as if born in the father’s lifetime ’.’’ 
In the same case Buller, J., who had been a party to the earlier 
decision in Doe v. Clarke (1795), 2 H.Bl. 399, where it was suggested 
that the rule applied only where it was for the benefit of the child to 
apply it, said (4 Ves. 323) that there was no reason for confining the 
rule in that way, such a child being entitled to all the privileges of 
other persons: see also per Lord Eldon in Thellusson v. Woodford 
(1805), 11 Ves. 112, at pp. 149-50. The principle of construction now 
contended for was restated in Re Burrows [1895] 2 Ch. 497, and in 
Re Wilmer’s Trusts [1903] 2 Ch. 411, and was applied in Williams v. 
Ocean Coal Co. {1907} 2 K.B. 422, where a posthumous child was held 
to be a dependant for the pu of the Workmen’s Compensation 
Act, 1897. In Villar v. Gilbey [1907] A.C. 139, the House of Lords 
distinguished the expression children born in my lifetime from 
children living, and held that the former of these expressions includes 
a child en ventre sa mére only if that construction is for the benefit of 
the child, but the House accepted the general rule in the construction 
of the expression children living, which is a term of art and therefore 
to be applied in all circumstances, just as the word charity must 
— its legal meaning in the construction of the Income Tax Act: 
see per Lord Macnaghten in Special Commissioners of Income Tax 
v. Pemsel [1891] A.C. 531, at p. 580 et seq. 


The decision of Rowlatt, J., in Jackson v. Voss was that the 
expression “‘ child living ’”’ in the predecessor of s. 212 of the 
Income Tax Act, 1952 (child allowance) does not include a child 
en ventre sa mére, but he does not otherwise disapprove the above 
argument. Accordingly, it is submitted, first, that the general 
law does permit the payment of income to or for the benefit of a 
child en ventre sa mére, and second, that the effect of the above- 
mentioned decision is that at the time of the payment such a 
child was not an infant within s. 397 of the Income Tax Act, 
1952. This latter submission follows also from the position 
accepted before the substitution of the words ‘‘ at the time of the 
payment ”’ for the words “ at the commencement of the year” 
(by s. 20 (2) of the Finance Act, 1958), a child en ventre sa mére 
not being treated as an infant. 


Finally, if it is pointed out, as suggested in the published answer 
to the Point in Practice, that “‘ the claim which is being made 
is for repayment of the tax deducted from the payment by the 
trustees to or for the benefit of the child after the birth of the 
child,’’ then cannot the inspector of taxes simply reply that the 
payment referred to is fairly and squarely caught by the provisions 
of s. 397 ? 

J. T. FaRRanp. 

Wembley Park, 

Middlesex. 


[We agree that this approach to the problem deserves careful 
consideration and may well prove to be more effective than the 
one suggested in our answer.—ED.] 





Obituary 


Mr. Atsert JoLty, retired solicitor, of Bognor Regis, formerly 
of Brecon, died on 8th January, aged 74. Admitted in 1907, 
he was formerly clerk to Breconshire County Council. 


Mr. Recinatp Wi111aM Saltz, solicitor, of Derby, died on 
17th January, aged 94. Admitted in 1893, he was Coroner for 
South Derbyshire for thirty years. 
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When testators ask your advice... 


Please remember 
St. Dunstan’s 


For your convenience a specimen form of bequest is appended : 


“I GIVE to St. Dunstan's, the Organisation for men and full information 
and women blinded on war service, whose headquarters are 


regarding formalities 
at 191, Marylebone Road, London, for its general eo on applying to: 

the sum of £ free of duty, the receipt of the 

Honorary Treasurer or the Secretary for the time being of 


St. Dunstan’s to be a good discharge for the same.” MORGAN GUARANTY 
St. Dunstan’s continues to rely EXECUTOR AND TRUSTEE 


entirely on voluntary funds and has not been taken COMPANY LIMITED 
over under the National Health Service. 


American Assets in 





Deceased Estates 


Solicitors, Executors, 
and Trustees may 
obtain necessary forms 


Affiliate of 
For further particulars write to SCESAN GU Ser coe of er oe 


THE LORD FRASER OF LONSDALE (Chairman) 33 LOMB Ss ET 
St. Dunstan’s, 1 South Audley Street, London, W.1 . 


LONDON, E.C.3 








St. Dunstan's is registered in accordance with the National Assistance Act 1948 

















SUBSTANTIAL FUNDS THE COST OF SAVING 


available for the purchase of or a se 


Central London Property 
and Sites 


AGENTS CAN BE RETAINED 





Special arrangements will, in suitable cases, be made for agents 
to manage property purchased by the Company 


The National Children’s Home is caring for over 3,000 
children who have been deprived of a normal home life. 
Our need for support is as vital as ever and we depend 
Full particulars to : upon YOU to help us to give these children the chance 
they deserve. 


The future of our children is a good investment. 
GREAT PORTLAND ESTATES, LTD. Laodwasentaipwianad 
97 MORTIMER STREET, W.! 


bene: pee NATIONAL CHILDREN’S HOME 


CHIEF OFFICES: 85 HIGHBURY PARK, LONDON, N.5. 
—— 


—— 
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ESTATE AGENTS 
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Tel, CiTy 1962/678 
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58 Coleman Street, E.C.2. Tel. METropolitan 800! 


ste lines). 
IN & CHINNOCKS, 8 Telegraph 


TEWSO: 
Street, Moorgate, E.C.2. Tel. Monarch 5962 (Private 


branch 

DOUGLAS Y IG & CO., 12 Coleman Street, £.C.2. 
Est. 1968. Tel. MON 9378 and at Clapham, $.W.9. 

DRON & WRIGHT, |7 Coleman Street, Moorgate, 
E.C.2. Tel. MONarch 6946 (PBX). 

Fr & WAGSTAFF, Chartered Surveyors, 3 & 4 
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mA PHILLIPS, Specialists in Valuation of 
for probate or purchase, 90 Cheapside, 
C2. *MeTremotncan 844). 

& CO. (Founded 1795), Chartered Surveyors. 
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KING & be Chartered Surveyors, Factory Valuers and 
ce, £.C.2. Tel. LONdon Wall 720! 

S$ ii ne also North London 
ow, 7 & SON, Chartered Surveyors, 9-13 Crutched 
friars, E.C.3. Telephone ROYail 5454. And East 


London. 

MATTHEWS & GOODMAN, Chartered Surveyors, 
35 Bucklersbury, E.C.4. Tel CiTy 5627. 

MOORE, C. C. & T., Chartered Surveyors, 13 Lime 
Sereet, E.C.3 (Established 1820). Tel MAN 0335/7. 

PACHARD ELLIS & SON, Chartered Surveyors, i65 
Fenchurch Street, £.C.3. Est. 1773. Tel. MINcing 


Lane 
ST. INTIN, SON & STANLEY, Chartered Surveyors 
149 Leadenhall Street, E.C.3. Est. 1830. Tel. AVEnue 


TOPLIS & HARDING & FINDLAY, 13/14 Union Court, 
Old Broad Street, E.C.2. Tel. LONdon Wall 707). 

HAROLD WILLIAMS & PARTNERS, Chartered Surveyors, 
Valuers, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 
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NORTH LONDON 


ALFRED SLINN & CO. (Est. 1989). Muswell Hill Broadway, 
N.10. Tel. TUD 009! (5 lines). 

BARBER & MOORE, F.AL.P.A., 26 Stoke Newington 
Road, N.16. Tel. CLissold 2143/4. 

BATTY & STEVENS, 269 Archway Road, Highgate, N.6 
Tel. MOU 3424-5. Also at Muswell Hill, Finchley and 


Barnet, Herts. 

KING & CO., Chartered Surveyors, 725 Green Lanes, N.2!. 
Tei. LABurnum | 137 (4 lines). See also City of London. 

J. MAUNDER TAYLOR, Chartered Surveyor, Chartered 
Auctioneer and Estate Agent. {3/8 High Road, N.20 
Tel. HiLiside 2377/7217 

NEWBON & SHEPHARD, Auctioneers, Surveyors and 
Estate Agents, 274/5 Upper Street, Islington, N.!. 
Tel. CANonbury |800. 

PERRY & SEYMOUR, Surveyors, Valuers and Estate 

ts, 6 Stoke Newington Road, N./6, Tel. 
6611/2. 

H. PUTT & SONS, Chartered Surveyors, 580 Green Lanes, 
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STURT TIVENDALE, Chartered Surveyors, 
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N.6. and Muswell Hill, N.10. 

WARD, “SAUNDERS & CO., 298/299 Upper Street, 

Islington, N.1. Tel. Can 2487/8/9. 


NORTII-EAST LONDON 


H. EDELMAN & CO., F.A.1., Chartered Auctioneers and 
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NORTH-WEST LONDON 


ANDREWS, Pha a co. ae Chartered 
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L. S. &. Pegier, A.R.I.C.S., AAt.), 205 Lavender Hill, 
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and Sidcup.—DYER SON & “CREASEY 

Chartered Surveyors, 22 Tranquil Vale, §.£.3, and 
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MATTHEWS & CO. (C. A. Naylor, FAL, 
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Machiner 

Ww. TT & CO. (Est. 1869), Surveyors, Valuers and 
Estate Managers (L. J. Nixon, A.R.1.C.S., Chartered 
Surveyor, A. R. Nixon, A.A.L.P.A.), 6 Royal Parade, 
Kew Rerdene, Richmond. Tel. RiChmond 1034 and 5950. 

C. ERNEST MANEY, F.A.l., F.V.1., | Cavendish Parade, 
South Side, Clapham, $.W.4. Tul. 4414. 

RAYNERS, Property Managers, 30 Upper Richmond Road, 
Putney, S.W.15. Tel. VANdyke 1000/3166/4242. 

TAYLOR, A. W., & CO., Chartered Surveyors, Valuers, 
Suatenees and Estate Agents, 159 Putney High 
Stree W.15. Tel. age 0034 (3 lines). Ese. 1883. 

WATSON ‘& EWEN (Est. 1896), 366 Streatham High 
Road, S.W.16 (F.R.LCS., F.AJ1.) Tel. Streatham 0232 


and 4788. 

WILLIAM WILLETT ESTATE AGENTS LTD., Sloane 
Square, $.W.1!. Tel. Sloane 8141. And at 146 Gloucester 
Road, $.W.7. Tel. Frobisher 2238. 

YORK & JONES, Office & Business Premises Specialists, 
1! Palmer Street, S.W.1!. Tel. ABB 1181/4. 


EAST LONDON 
ANSTEYS (Est. 1878), Chartered Surveyors, Auctioneers 
and Valuers, PIR Barking Road, Plaistow, E.13. Tel. 
Grangewood 0: 
H. d: “ails S55 SONS ( (Est. 1816), 162/4 Bethnal Green Road, 


BROWN “i EWIN, p ee Auctioneers and Estate 
Agents, 218 East India Dock Road, E.14. Tel East 3872. 


LONDON SUBURBS - 


Chiswick and Bedford Park.—TYSER, GREENWOOD 
& CO., 386 High Road, H. Norman Harding, F.R.1.C.S., 
F.AA., Ernest |. Griffen, F.A.1., G. S. Bradley, F.A.L., 
Est. 1873. Tel. Chiswick 7022/3/4. 

ar Ealing Common and District.—jJONES & CO., 

Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, adj. 
Eching Common Station, W.5. Teil. ACO 5006 (3 lines). 

East Ham.—HAMLETTS’ (LEWIS j. HAMLETT, 
F.R.1.C.S.), 764 Barking Road, Plaistow, E.13, ely 
and Estate Agents. Est. 1893. Tel. Grangewood 0546 

East Sheen, Barnes and Richmond.—c. &. 
MELVILLE (John A. Knowlton, F.R.1.C.S.), 233 tes, 
Richmond Road West, East Sheen, S.W.14 cl. 
PROspect 1021/2/3. 


(Continued on p. xix) 


EAST LONDON (continued) 


CLARKSON & PARTNERS, Chartered Surveyors and 
Estate Agents, 223 East India Dock Road, E.14. Tel. 
EASt (97/8. And 23 Billiter Street, £.C.3. Tel. 
ROYal 1006/7. 

MOORE, C. C. & T., Chartered Surveyors, 33 Mile End 
Road, E.1. City Office, 13 Lime Street, E.C.3. Tel. 
MAN. 0335/7. 

TAYLOR, LOCKHART & LANG, Auctioneers, Surveyors 
and Estate M rs, Est. 130 years. (S. S. Lockhart 
F.A.L.P.A., J. W. khart, A.R.1.C.S., A.A.L., R. A. Lang, 
A.R.LC.S., M.R.S.H.), 230/232 Whitechapel Road, E.!. 
BiShopsgate 7378. 


WEST-CENTRAL LONDON 
BAILEY & WOODBRIDGE, 9 Great Russel! Street, W.C.!. 
Tel.: MUSeum 2624. Estate Agents, Surveyors. 
Investment Specialists. 

BROWETT, TAYLOR & CO., Chartered Surveyors, 
3 and 4 Lincoln's Inn Fields, W.C.2. Tel. CHA 8275. 
BUCKLAND & SONS, 4 Bloomsbury Square, W.C.|!. 
Tel. HOL 0013/4. Also at Windsor, Slough and 


Reading. 

PERRY & BELL, Bell House, 175 Regent Street, W.!. 
Tel.: REGent 3333 (4 lines). Surveyors, Valuers, Estate 
foe and Auctioneers. 

SAVILL, ALFRED & SONS, Chartered Surveyors, Land and 
Estate Agents, Valuers and Auctioneers, 5ia Lincoln's 
inn Fields, W.C.2. Tel. HOLborn 8741/9. Also at 
+ mga Guildford, Norwich, Wimborne and 
Wokin 

E. A. SHAW & PARTNERS (Est. 1899). 


Surveyors and 
Valuers, 19 and 20 Bow Street, W.C.2. 


Tel. COV 2255. 


WEST END LONDON 
Se SONS & NICHOLSON—H. C. H. Beecroft, 
R. Beecroft, F.R.1.C.S., F.A.1., Valuers, Surveyors 
de Assessors, 32a Weymouth Street, W.!. Tel. 
LAN 6721 (4 lines). 

DOUGLAS KERSHAW & CO., Chartered Auctioneers and 
Estate Agents, Valuers. 20 Brook Street, W.!. Tel. 
MAY fair 4928 and 3404. 

DOUGLAS YOUNG & CO., | Dover Street, W.i. Tel. 
HYD 6441 and at E.C.2. 

DRIVERS, JONAS & CO., Chartered Surveyors, Land 
Agents and Auctioneers, 7 Charles I! Street, St. James's 
Square, S.W. 1. Tel. TRAfalgar 4744. 

FOLKARD & HAYWARD, 115 Baker Street, W.!. 
Tel. WELbeck 8181. 

HERRING, SON & DAW (incorporating Arthur F. 
Bourdas), Rating Surveyors, Valuers and Town Planning 
Consultants, 23 St. james’s Square, S.W.!. Tel. 
TRAfaigar 4121. 

MAPLE CO., LTD., Estate Offices, 5 Grafton Street, 
Bond Street, W.!. Tel. HYDe Park 4685. 

MULLETT, BOOKER & CO., Estate Agents, Auctioneers, 
Surveyors and Valuers, 23 Albion Street, Hyde Park, W.2. 


WEST LONDON 

ALLEN & NORRIS, LTD., Estate Agents, Valuers and 
Surveyors, 190 Fulham Palace Road, W.6. Tel. 
Ful 7817/8/9. 

ATHAWES, SON & CO., F.A.l. (Est. 1871), Chartered 
Auctioneers & Estate Agents, Valuers, Surveyors and 
Estate M , Acton, W.3. (ACOrn 0056/7/8.) 

BEALE & CAPPS, Chartered Auctioneers, Surveyors, 
Valuers, 126 Ladbroke Grove, W.10. Tel. PAR 567!. 

CHESTERTON & SONS, Chartered Surveyors, 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 116 Kensington High 
Street, W.8. Tel. Western 1234. 

COLE, HICKS & CHILVERS, Surveyors, etc., Helena 
Chambers, 42 The Broadway, Ealing, W.5. Tel. 
Eal 4014/5. 

COOKES & BURRELL, Chartered Auctioneers and 
Estate Agents, Surveyors and Valuers, West Kensington, 
W.14. Tel. FULham 7665/6. 

FARNHAM & COIGLEY, Chartered Surveyors and Estate 
(genes. 9 Kensington Church Street, W.8. Tel. 


WeEStern 0042. 
FLOOD Hy SONS, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate 
Agents, 8 Westbourne Grove, W.2. Tel. BAY 0803. 
TIPPING & CO., Surveyors, Estate Agents and Valuers, 
56 Queensway, W.2. Tel. BAY 6686 (4 lines). 

GEO. WESTON, F.A.l., Auctioneers, Estate Agents, 
Valuers, Surveyors, 10 ‘Sutherland Avenue, Paddington, 
W.9. Tel. Cun 7217 (5 lines). 


Edgware.—t. J. T. NEAL, F.R.I.C.S., F.A.l., 39 Station 
Road. Tel. EDG 0123/4. 

Finchley.—E. C. LLOYD, 336 Regents Park Road, N.3. 
Tel Finchley 6246/7. 

Finchley and Barnet.—SPARROW & SON, Auctioneers, 
Surveyors and Valuers 315, Ballards Lane, N.!2. 
Est. 1674, Tel, HIL 5252/3. 

Hammersmith—MORTON & WATERS, 310 King 
Street. Valuations, Survey. Estates Managed. Tel. 
Riverside 1080 and 4567. 

Harrow.—E. BECKETT, F.A.l., Surveyor, Chartered 
Auctioneer and Estate Agent, 7 College Road, Harrow. 
Tel. Harrow 5216. And at Sudbury, Wembley, 
North Harrow and Moor Park, Northwood. 


when replying to Advertisements 
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NOTES OF CASES 


The Notes of Cases in this issue are published 


and, in general, full 
Where 


Judicial Committee of the Privy Council 


UGANDA LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL : 
REPRESENTATION OF BUGANDA: WHETHER 
CONSTITUTION OF COUNCIL CHANGED 
Katikiro of Buganda v. A.-G. 


Lord Morton of Henryton, Lord Keith of Avonholm, 
Lord Denning, Lord Hodson and the Rt. Hon. L. M. D. 
de Silva. 24th November, 1960 


Appeal from the Court of Appeal for Eastern Africa. 


By s. 7 of the Uganda Order in Council, 1920, a legislative 
council, at which the governor was required to preside, 
was constituted for the protectorate, and by s. 13 the council 
was bound to observe royal instructions. Such instructions 
were issued in 1920 under which, as amended from time to 
time, the legislative council was to consist of the governor, 
certain ex officio, nominated and representative members. In 
December, 1957, additional royal instructions were issued 
providing, inter alia, that the legislative council should 
consist of a speaker, as well as the governor and the ex officio, 
nominated and representative members; that the speaker 
should be appointed by the governor and “ shall preside at 
the sittings of the Legislative Council . . . provided that if 
the Governor shall have occasion to be present at any sitting 
he shall preside at such sitting.”” Those additional royal 
instructions, contrary to the original instructions of 1920 
under which the governor was given an original and a casting 
vote, provided that “ neither the Governor nor the Speaker 
shall have an original or casting vote.” The appellant, 
the Katikiro of Buganda, contending that those changes 
effected by the additional royal instructions—that the speaker 
would normally preside and that the governor lost his original 
and casting vote—were “ fundamental ” or “ major ’’ changes, 
claimed declarations, inter alia, that the legislative council 
as thereafter constituted was not the legislative council 
referred to in Sched. II to the Buganda Agreement, 1955, 
and that he was not bound or entitled to take the steps laid 
down in that Schedule for the purpose of electing repre- 
sentative members to represent Buganda in the Legislative 
Council of Uganda as at present constituted—Sched. II 
contained regulations for the election of representative 
members and provided for the establishment of an electoral 
college for that purpose. The High Court of Uganda 
dismissed the suit, and on appeal the Court of Appeal for 
Eastern Africa on 9th May, 1959, affirmed that decision. 
The Katikiro appealed. 


LorD MorRTON oF HENRYTON, giving the judgment, said 
that the changes could not be regarded as ‘‘ fundamental ”’ 
or “ major,” and still less as amounting to the substitution 
of a new body for the legislative council as it existed before 
the changes came into force. The powers of the Crown and 
the governor respectively as regards legislation were left 
entirely unchanged ; so, too, were the powers of the council. 
The governor would still preside when he had “‘ occasion to be 
present,” and the speaker would preside in his absence, and 
the business would presumably be conducted on the same 
lines whichever presided. Further, the loss of the governor’s 
two votes was counter-balanced by the appointment of two 
additional “‘ nominated” members (defined as persons who 
would support government policy), so that, from a practical 
point of view, the balance of voting power in the council 
was preserved. The rules to be applied in construing Sched. IT 
to the Buganda Agreement of 1955 were those applicable to 
the construction of statutes, since that Schedule had been 
given the force of law by the governor pursuant to powers 


t with the Council of 


by arrangemen 
reports will be found in the Weekly Law Reports. 
the appropriate page reference is given at the 


of the note. 


conferred by order in council. The contents of a White Paper 
(Cmd. 9320) relative to matters leading up to the agreement 
of 1955 were not admissible in evidence for the purpose of 
construing Sched. II—there was no ambiguity in that Schedule 
to justify the admission of extraneous evidence. Appeal 
dismissed. 

APPEARANCES : Phineas Quass, Q.C., and Montague Solomon 
(7. L. Wilson & Co.); B. J. M. MacKenna, Q.C., and D. A. 
Grant (Charles Russell & Co.). 


(Reported by Caances Crayton, Esq., Barrister-at-Law) [1 W.L.R. 119 


NEGLIGENCE: FURNACE OIL SPILLED INTO 
HARBOUR: FIRE: FORESEEABILITY OF 
CONSEQUENCES THE TEST OF LIABILITY: 
POLEMIS DECISION OVERRULED 


Overseas Tankship (U.K.), Ltd. v. Morts Dock & 
Engineering Co., Ltd. 


Viscount Simonds, Lord Reid, Lord Radcliffe, Lord Tucker, 
Lord Morris of Borth-y-Gest. 18th January, 1961 


Appeal from the Full Court of the Supreme Court of New 
South Wales. 


While the S.S. Waggon Mound, of which the appellants, 
Overseas Tankship (U.K.), Ltd., were charterers by demise, 
was taking in bunkering oil in Mort’s Bay, Sydney Harbour, 
on 30th October, 1951, a large quantity of the oil was, through 
the carelessness of the appellants’ servants, allowed to spill 
into the waters of the bay. On that and the next day the 
escaped furnace oil was carried by wind and tide beneath 
Sheerlegs Wharf, owned by the respondents, Morts Dock 
& Engineering Co., Ltd., shipbuilders and ship repairers, at 
which was lying a vessel which the respondents were refitting 
and for which purpose their employees were using electric and 
oxy-acetylene welding equipment. On Ist November some 
cotton waste or rag on a piece of débris floating on the oil 
underneath the wharf was set on fire by molten metal falling 
from the wharf, and the flames from the cotton waste or rag 
set the floating oil afire either directly or by first setting fire 
to a wooden pile coated with oil, and thereafter a con- 
flagration developed which severely damaged the wharf and 
the equipment on it. In an action by the respondents to 
recover from the appellants compensation for the damage it 
was found by the trial judge on the evidence that the 
appellants ‘‘ did not know and could not reasonably be expected 
to have known that it [the furnace oil] was capable of being set 
afire when spread on water,’’ and that apart from the damage 
by fire the respondents had suffered some damage in that oil 
had congealed on and interfered with the use of their slipways, 
which was ‘‘ damage which beyond question was a direct result 
of the escape of the oil.” The trial judge, exercising the 
Admiralty jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of New South 
Wales, gave judgment for the respondents for damages to be 

, and his decision was affirmed by the Full Court of the 
Supreme Court on 3rd December, 1959. On this appeal by the 
appellants one of the issues was whether the statements of 

rinciple in the judgments of the Court of Appeal in In re 

‘olemis and Furness Withy & Co., Lid. (1921) 3 K.B. 560, 
were correct in law, and, if so, whether they were applicable 
to the facts of this case. 


Viscount SIMONDS, giving the judgment, said that their 
lordships would deal with the question whether the appellants 
were liable for the fire damage on the footing that it was the 
direct result of the escape of the oil. There could be no doubt 
that the decision in Polemis, supra, plainly asserted that, if 
the defendant was guilty of negligence, he was responsible for 
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all the consequences whether reasonably foreseeable or not. 
The generality of the proposition was perhaps qualified by the 
fact that each of the lords justices referred to the outbreak 
of fire in that case as the direct result of the negligent act. 
There was thus introduced the conception that the negligent 
actor was not responsible for consequences which were not 
“ direct,” whatever that might mean. The decision in 
Polemis was reached upon a consideration of certain authorities, 
‘of which three were generally regarded as having influenced 
the decision, namely, Smith v. London & South Western 
Railway Co. (1870), L.R. 6 C.P. 14; H.M.S. London [1914] 
P.72; and Weld-Blundell v. Stephens [1920] A.C. 956. Having 
referred to a number of cases older in date than those last 
cited, his lordship said that the impression that might well be 
left on the reader of the scores of cases in which liability for 
negligence had been discussed was that the courts were 
feeling their way to a coherent body of doctrine and were at 
times in grave danger of being led astray by scholastic theories 
of causation and their ugly and barely intelligible jargon. 
If the line of relevant authority had stopped with Polemis, 
their lordships might, whatever their own views as to its 
unreason, have felt some hesitation about overruling it. 
But it was far otherwise. It was true that both in England 
and in many parts of the Commonwealth it had from time 
to time been followed, but in Scotland it had been 
rejected with determination. It had never been subject 
to the express scrutiny of either the House of Lords or the 
Privy Council. In the inferior courts judges had sometimes 
declared themselves in a sense adverse to its principle. 
Instances might be multiplied of deviation from the rule in 
Polemis, but their lordships thought it sufficient to refer to 
certain later cases in the House of Lords and then to attempt 
to state what they conceived to be the true principle: 
Glasgow Corporation v. Muir {1943} A.C. 448, at p. 454; 
Bourhill v. Y oung [1943] A.C. 92, at p. 101; Woods v. Duncan 
[1946] A.C, 401. Enough had been said to show that the 
In their 
lordships’ opinion it should no longer be regarded as good law. 
It did not seem consonant with current ideas of justice or 
morality that for an act of negligence, however slight or 
venial, which resulted in some trivial foreseeable damage 
the actor should be liable for all consequences, however unfore- 
seeable and however grave, so long as they could be said to 
be “direct.” The essential factor in determining liability 
for the consequences of a tortious act of negligence was 
whether the damage was of such a kind as the reasonable 
man should have foreseen. Liability did not depend solely 
on the damage being the “direct” or “ natural” consequence 
of the precedent act ; but if a man should not be held liable 
for damage unpredictable by a reasonable man because it 
was “ direct’ or “ natural,” equally he should not escape 
liability, however “ indirect” the damage, if he foresaw or 
could reasonably have foreseen the intervening events which 
led to its being done. Foreseeability was thus the effective 
test—the “ direct *’ consequence test led to nowhere but the 
never-ending and insoluble problem of causation. Further, 
there was not one criterion for determining culpability (or 
liability) and another for determining compensation ; their 
lordships were constrained to say that the dictum of 
Lord Sumner in Weld-Blundell v. Stephens, supra, that “ This, 
however, goes to culpability, not to compensation,” perpetuated 
an error which had introduced much confusion into the law. 
Their lordships had not found it necessary to consider the 
so-called rule of “ strict liability " exemplified in Rylands v. 
Fletcher (1868), L.R. 3 H.L. 330. Nothing that they said was 
intended to reflect on that rule. 

Appeal allowed and the respondents’ action so far as it 
related to damage caused by the negligence of the appellants 
dismissed with costs, but the action so far as it related to 
damage caused by nuisance remitted to the Full Court to be 
dealt with as that court might think fit. The respondents 


authority of Polemis had been severely shaken. 
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must pay the costs of the appellants of this appeal and in the 
courts below. 

APPEARANCES: Ashton Roskill, Q.C., C. L. D. Meares, Q.C. 
(Australia), and Michael Kerr (William A. Crump & Son) ; 
R. L. Taylor, Q.C., and Russell Bainton (both of Australia) 
(Light & Fulton). 


[Reported by Cuarrzes CLayton, Esq., Barrister-at-Law 


Court of Appeal 


RENT RESTRICTION: VALIDITY OF NOTICE OF 
INCREASE OF RENT: SHARED ACCOMMODATION 


Fredco Estates, Ltd. v. Bryant 
Ormerod, Willmer and Upjohn, L.J J. 
9th November, 1960 
Appeal from Kingston-upon-Thames County Court. 


G, the contractual tenant of a house, let one room to his 
son-in-law, B, in 1935, with the right to use the scullery for 
cooking. In April, 1945, a notice of increase of rent was 
served on G which, if valid, would have made G a statutory 
tenant. There were inaccuracies in the particulars of the rates 
on which the increase was based, but the increase was the 
proper one ; the form was not that prescribed by statute, and 
it was signed by T Co., who were not the landlords. G paid 
the increased rent, but on 4th August, 1945, he died. G’s 
widow continued to live in the house and paid the rent. 
She allowed her daughter and son-in-law (Mr. and Mrs. B) 
to have the use of three additional rooms without raising the 
rent and they continued to use the scullery for cooking. On 
24th April, 1959, Mrs. G died. Mr. and Mrs. B continued to 
live in the house. On 7th October, 1959, the landlords took 
out a summons for possession of the whole of the premises 
and the county court judge made an order, holding that the 
notice of increase was a valid notice terminating G’s contractual 
tenancy, and that the tenancy of the single room had been 
surrendered after G’s death by the arrangement to take further 
rooms and, accordingly, Mr. and Mrs. & were not protected 
by the Rent Acts. They appealed. At the hearing before the 
county court judge, the inaccuracies of rates in the notice 
to increase appeared to be greater than they were in fact 
found to be before the Court of Appeal 

ORMEROD, L.J., said that the fundamental question was 
whether G’s contractual tenancy was terminated before his 
death. B’s counsel took three points of objection to the 
notice, the first being that the figures in the notice, on which 
the increase was based, were not correctly stated. The rates 
stated for 1939 and 1945 would have justified the increase 
claimed, but according to the notice to admit facts (served 
by the defendants and admitted by the landlords’ solicitors), 
the increase in rates was less than that stated and the increased 
rent was not justified. After the trial it appeared that the 
notice to admit facts showed the general rate and did not 
include a sum for the water rate. On the true figures, the 
notice showed an over-statement of 3d. on the rates for 1939 
and an under-statement of 2d. on the rates for 1945, making 
a difference of 1d., which could not affect the weekly rent. 
B’s counsel argued that, although the court was now in 
possession of the real figures, the case should be decided on 
the figures as they were put before the county court judge, 
but his lordship thought that it would have been entirely 
unreal and a denial of justice if the court did not take into 
account the true figures and decide the case on them. It was 
further argued that even if the court dealt with the true 
figures they were not correct and that in view of the dictum 
of Scrutton, L.J., in Bourne v. Litton (1924) 2 K.B. 10, at 
p. 19, that those matters must be precisely stated down to 
the last penny, the notice was invalid. His lordship thought 
that Scrutton, L.J., was using that language to emphasise 
the strictness with which s. 3 (2) of the Increase of Rent and 
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REGISTER OF 


Auctioneers, Valuers, Surveyors, Land and Estate Agents 








Harrow.—CORBETT ALTMAN & CO., F.R.I.C.S., F.A.L., 
Chartered Surveyors, Chartered ‘Auctioneers and 
Estate Agents, 40 College Road, Harrow. Tel. 
Harrow 6222. Also Rating, Compensation and Planning 
Surveyors. 

Harrow.—P. N. DEWE & CO. (P. N. Dewe, F.A.L.P.A., 
j. Ferrari, F.RA.C.S., F.AJA., M.R.San.1., J. rave, 
A.R.L.CS., AARNE SCe ees. /90 
Associated offices at Hillingdon. Established 1925. 

Hendon and Coli ree yy fg BR MANNING 
(G. E. Manning, F.A.L.P.A., F.V.1), Sur- 
veyors and Valuers, 218 The West w West Hundon, 
N.W.9. Tel. Hendon 7686/8, and at wood Hills, 
Middx. Tel. Northwood 15/6. 

Hendon.—DOUGLAS MARTIN & PARTNERS, LTD. 
—Douglas Martin, F.A.L.P.A., F.V.A.; Bernard Roach, 
F.A.L.P.A.; Jeffrey Lorenz, F.V.A.; john Sanders, 
F.V.A.: Alan Pritchard, A.V.A., Auctioneers, Surveyors 
etc., Hendon Central Tube Station, N.W.4. Tel. 
HEN 6333. 

Hendon.—™. E. NEAL & SON, - a Street, N.W.4. 
Tel. Hendon 6123. Established | ug ™ 

Ilford.—RANDALLS, Chartered and 
Auctioneers (established 1884), 67 pt ne Road. 
Tel. VALentine 6272 (10 lines). 


ay oe ow —&. Levi & CO, FALPA., 
uctioneers and Surveyors, 760 Lea - tena Road, 
Leyton, E.17. Tel. Leytonstone 4423/4424 


ee and ge CHEKE & co., 252 High 
oad, E.10. Tel. Leytonstone 7733/4. 


u —COMPTON GUY, Est. 1899, Auctioneers, 
and Valuers, 55 Harringson Reed. | Tel Tel. 

And at |! Cambridge 
; 13 The Broadway, Woodford Green, 


Renee eee 
Auctioneers and 


gy enn yg ar 
Estate Agents, High 
Road, Leytonstone, E.1!. Tel. LEY 1194/5, and at 
Wanstead and South Woodford. 


Mill age ag! ESTATE OFFICES, 135/7 The 
Broadway, N.W.7. Tel. Mill Hill 2422/3422/2204. 


yt GRAHAM & CO., nae sie 
Manage: 364 London S. _ 


Road, 


Tele POL 1313/1690. And at Thornton Heath, Su 
and Piccadilly, W.1. 
Putney.—QUINTON & CO., F.A.L., La meg Chartered 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 153 Upper Richmond 
Road, S.W.15. Tel. Putney 6249/6617. 





BEDFORDSHIRE 


Bedford.—]. R. EVE & SON, 40 Mill Street, Chartered 
Surveyors, Land Agents, ‘Auctioneers and Valuers. 
Tel. 67301/2. 

Bedford.—ROBINSON & HALL, 15A St. Paul’s Square, 
Chartered Surveyors. Tel. 2201/2/3. 

Luton.—RICHARDSON & STILLMAN, Chartered 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 30 ‘Alma Street, 
Tel. Luton 6492/3. 


Abingdon, Wantage and Didcot.—ADKIN, BELCHER 
& BOWEN, Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate Agents. 
Tel. Nos. Abingdon wey Wantage 48. Didcot 3197. 

Bracknell_—HUNTON & SON. Est. 1870. Auctioneers 
and Estate Agents, Valuers. Tel. 

County of Berkshire —TUFNELL & ‘PARTNERS, Auc- 
tioneers, Valuers and Surveyors, a + (Ascot 
1666), Windsor (Windsor 1) ar and Strea we 45). 

Didcot and District.—€. P. iHESSENGE 
Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, etc., The 
Broadway. Tel. Didcot 2079. 

Faringdon.—HOBBS re CHAMBERS, Chartered Sur- 
veyors, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents. 
Tel. Faringdon 2113. 

Maidenhead.—L. DUDLEY CLIFTON & SON, Chartered 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, Surveyors and Valuers, 
32 Queen Street. Tel. 62 and 577 (4 lines). 

Maidenhead, indsor and Sunni .—GIDDY 
& GIDDY. Tel. Nos. Maidenhead 53, Windsor 73, 
Ascot 73. 

Newbury.—DAY, SHERGOLD & HERBERT, F.AL., 
Est. 1889. Chartered Auctioneers and means Agents, 
Market Place, Newbury. Fo Newbury 775. 

Newbury.—DREWEATT, WATSON & BARTON. 
Est. 1759. Chartered oe. Estate Agents and 
Valuers, Market Place. Tel. 

Newbury.—C. G. FOWLIE, FRACS. F.AJ., Chartered 
Surveyor, 16 Bartholomew Street. Tel. 76! oat 

Newbury and Hungerford.—A. W. NEATE 
Est. 1876. Agricultural Valuers, Auctioneers, House 
and Estate fom. Tel. Newbury 304 and 1620. 
Hungerford 8 

Reading. —HASLAM & SON, Chartered Surveyors and 
Valuers, Friar Street, Chambers. Tel. 54271/2. 

Windsor and Reading.—BUCKLAND & SONS, High 
Street, Windsor. Tel. 48. And 154 Friar Street, 
Reading. Tel. 51370. Also at Slough and London,W.C. 


BUCKINGHAMSHIRE 


Amersham and The C WANNELL & SLY, 
Hill Avenue, Amersham. Tel. 73. Valuers, Auctioneers, 
se. 

Amersham, Chesham and Great ate 
HOWARD, SON & Peery Auctioneers, Surveyors, 
and Estate ts, Oakfield Amersham (Tel. 
1430), and at Chesham 8097 and Great Missenden 2194. 

Aylesbury—PERCY BLACK & CO., Chartered 
Surveyors, Chartered woo and Estate Agents, 
18 Market Square. Tel. 1/3. 

Aylesbury.—W. BROWN ~ ‘C0. 2 Church Street. 
Tel. 4706/7. Urban and ot ee ral practice. 

Beaconsfield.—HAMNETT, FFETY & CO., Chartered 
Surveyors, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents. 
Opposite the Post Office. Tel. 1290/1. 

Farnham Common.—HAMNETT, RAFFETY & — 
Chartered Surveyors, Chartered Auctioneers 
Estate Agents, The Broadway. Tel. 109. 

Hi Wycombe.—HAMN RAFFETY & CO., 

hartered ——— Chartered Auctioneers 
Estate Agents, 30 High Street. Tel. Ries 
High Wyco: MUN & NASH, F.R.LC.S., FAL, 
hartered Surveyors, 15 Fn Street. Tel. 884. 
igh Wycombe and South Bucks.—H. Honcon 
JONES & CO., F.A.L., cheeses Repobanmn 0B Easton 
Street. Tel. 1404 /5. 

North Bucks.—WOODHOUSE NEALE, SONS & CO., 
Estate ge and Valuers, Estate Offices, Bletchley. 
Tel. 2201/2. 
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South Norwood.—R. .. COURCIER, Estate Agent, 
Surveyor, Valuer, 4 and 6 Station Road, $.£.25. Tel. 
LiVingstone 3737. 

Stanmore.—-GLOVER of STANMORE, F.V.1., 
Broadway (and at Station). Grimsdyke 224! é uae 


Tottenham.—HILLYER & HILLYER (A. Murphy, F.AJ., 
F.V.A.), Auctioneers, Surveyors, Valuers and Estate 
rs, 270/2 West Green Road, N.I5. Tel. 

BOW 3464 (3 we 


Walthamstow and Chingford. EDWARD CULFF & 
Co., F.AL. PAY i~- ~ and Surveyors and Estate 
Rite 92 Se. ‘Mary Road, Walthamstow, E.17. Tel. 

Cc neers 3391. Specialises in Property Management. 


ETON hi Battersea and S.W. 
Ne TOR — . Surveyor, Auctioneer 
and Valuer, Estate Agent, 92 East Hill, 
Wandsworth, Sw. w. 8. ma VANdyke 4166/4167. 


Wood Green—WOOD & LOACH, Chartered 
Auctioneers and Estate ts, Su rs and Valuers, 
723 Lordship Lane, N. tedbeenn Tenens Nationa! 
Bus Station, close to Wood Green Tube Station). Tel. 
Bowes Park 1632. 





BUCKINGHAMSHIRE (continued) 


Princes Risborough.—HAMNETT, RAFFETY & =, 
Chartered Surveyors, Chartered Auctioneers 
Estate ts, High Screet. Tel. 744/5. 

Siough-2D WARE & CHARLES BOWYER, Chartered 
Surveyors, 15 om Street. Tel. Slough 20321/2. 

UCKLAND & SONS, 26 Mackenzie St. Tel. 
21 Also at + Windsor, Reading and London, W.C.!. 

Slough.—HOUSEMANS, Estate and Property Managers, 
Surveyors, Valuers, House, Land and Estate its. 
Mo and Insurance Brokers, 46 Windsor 


Tel. . Also at Ashford, Middlesex. 
— Gerrards IDDY & GIDDY. 
Tel. Nos. Slough 23379, Gerrards Cross 3987. 


CAMBRIDGESHIRE 


Cam ey & SON. (Est. 1885.) Auctioneers 
and Surveyors. 8 Benett 55, 
Cambridge and 


Street. Tel. 
—WESTLEY & HUFF, Auction- 
eers, Su rs and Valuers, 10 Hills Road, Cambridge. 
Tel. 55665, 5665/6. 
CHESHIRE 
sg a lg MURRAY » => Auctioneers, 
etc., 8 The Downs. Tel. 3. at Manchester. 
Birkenhead.—SMITH & =, ese. 1 ), Auctioneers 
Valuers, yee 1 ol (Tel. 
Birkenhead and W 


ioral JAMES HARLAND co., 
Chartered Auct Chartered and Estate 
ae, Valuers. 46 Church Road, Birkenhead, Tel. 1597 


(3 lines). 
Chester.— BERESFORD, “> & SON. (Est. 1899.) 
Valuers Ss. 22 Newgate 


Auctioneers, urveyors, 
Street. Tel. No. S01 
Chester —BROWNS OF CHESTER, LTD., Auctioneers, 
Valuers and Estate Agents, 103 Foregate Street. 
Tel. Chester 21495/6. 
Tighel HARPER. WEES & CO. Gueesenretia p= Basa 
in irveyors, te 
Friars, -_ od 
Chester.—SWETENHAM, WHITEHOUSE a. .. 
. Surveyors, Valuers, 


Auctioneers and Estate . 21 High S 
Ww. } WHITTAKER & CO., 
A 4. and Estate Agents, Congleton, 
Cheshire. Tel. 241. 
Crewe.—HENRY Htatyy abl SONS, 
Auctioneers & Valuers, C rows (Tel a & mater 
Macclesfield.-BROCKLEHURST & 
Valuers, Estate ts, Ki: py Tel. 2183. 


JOSEPH WRIGHT, Auctioneers, V: 
Agents, | Hospital Street, Nantwich. a oe 
Estate Agents, 4 re Hy Tel. 22 — 
nm, 
‘OOD £ SON SON (Est * 435), Chartered 
Auctioneers, Veloce t Estate Agents, 69 Wellington 
Road South. Tel. STO 2123. 


CORNWALL 


County of Cornwall.—jJOHN & CO., LTD. 
| ees 1836. fe my Valuers, Estace Agents, 


Offices at Newquay, Truro, Falmouth and Wadeb 
County of of Cormwall-RUSSELL & AMLEY. ra 
£., j. ~<a F.A1., A. W. Russell, F.A.J.), 3! Town 


R. E. PRIOR, F.RILCS.. ~. Chartered Sur- 
mag and Auctioneer, Market Street, Falmouth. 


Tel. 
Mid-Conmwall.—S. A. WILSON, F.V.1., St. Austell. 
Tel. 743 (day and night). Valuer, Business and House 


Agent. 
ye ves, West Cornwall and of 
Scilly. —W. H. ANE & SON, FA.L.P.A, The Estate 
Morrab Road, Penzance. Tel. Penzance 2286/7. 
PEARSE JENKIN & PARTNERS. Est. 1760. 
Auctioneers, Surveyors and Valuers, Alma Place. 
(Continued on p. xx) 


CORNWALL (continued) 


St. Austell and Looe.—LAMPSHIRE & NANCOLLAS, 
Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents. St. Austel 
3254/5. Looe 309. 

St. Austell, Lostwithiel and Liskeard—-ROWSE, 
JEFFERY & WATKINS, Auctioneers, Valuers, Surveyors 
and Estate Agents. St. Austell 3483/4. Lostwithiel 45! 
and 245. Liskeard 2400. 

= Mid and West Cornwall.—R. G. MILLER & CO., 

Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate ents. Established 
1934, R. G. Miller, F.V.1., A. |. Miller, AAJ, 6 King 
Street. (Phone Truro 2503.) 


DERBYSHIRE 


Derby.—ALLEN & FARQUHAR, Chartered Auctioneers 
and Estate Agents, Derwent House, 39 Full Street. 
Tel. Derby 45645 (3 lines). 


DEV ONSHIRE 


Axminster.—25-mile radius.-TAYLOR & CO., Auc- 
tioneers, Valuers, Surveyors, Estate Agents. Tel. 2323/4. 

Axminster, East South Somerset and West’ 
Dorset Districts.—R. & C. SNELL, Chartered Auc- 
tioneers, Estate Agents, Valuers and Su ors, 
Axminster (Devon), Chard (Somerset) and Bridpo 


(Dorset). 
N. Devon.—BRIGHTON GAY, 
F.A.L.P.A., Surveyors, Valuers, Auctioneers, joy Street, 


Barnstaple. Tel. 4131. 

Barnstaple and N. oar GORDON VICK, 

F.RACS., FAS, Chartered Surveyor, Chartered 
Auctioneer. Tel. 4388. 

Bideford and North Devon.—R. BLACKMORE & SONS, 
Chartered Auctioneers and Valuers. Tel. 1133/1134. 

Bideford and North Devon.—A. C. HOOPE 


R & CO 
Estate Agents and Valuers. Tel. 708. 
sy and Torbay.—FRED PARKES, F.ALP.A., 
ag Auctioneer and Valuer, 15 Bolton Street. 
Tel. 2036. 


Devon and Exeter—GUY MICHELMORE & CO., 
Norwich Union House, Exeter. Tel. Lieter* 

Exeter and S.W. —RICKEARD, 

GREEN & MICHELMORE, Estate Agents, Auctioneers, 

Su rs and Valuers, 62 Queen Street, Exeter. 

Tel. 74072 (2 lines). 
—RIPPON, My & CO., Incorporated 
rs and Es Ti" Valuers and Surveyors. 


Auctionee 
Est. 1884. Tel. 59378 
iMracombe.—W. CHANGS & CO., Incorporated 

a Velvors and Estate Agents. Est. 1887. 


Devon.—}. Sense VICK, 
red Tel 


Y & SONS, LTD., Auctioneers, 
wm rg Po Valuers. Tel. 14. 


ete —ROBT. toon & SON 
Valor free, BAL. FAA. Charvered Auctioneer and Estate 


Agen) 2 Py i957. 5 Regent Street, ‘name. 
1 
Torquay and South Devon.—WAYCOTTS, Chartered 
“a and Estate Agents, 5 Fleet Screet, Torquay. 
. 4333/ 


DORSETSHIRE 
Caeth, Pestatens, Geese eet > OEY, 
Head Office, Ii! Old Christchurch Road. Tel. 


Bournemouth 21212. 14 Branch Offices in Hants and 
Dorset and Channel Islands 


West Dorset—ALLEN, TAYLOR & WHITFIELD, 


25 East Street, Bridport. Tel. 2929. 
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Auctioneers, Valuers. Surveyors. Land and Estate Agents 








DURHAM 


S PRATT & SONS, F.V.1., Auctioneers, 
Agents, 402 High Row. Tei. 68789 


feed eee TOWNEND & GILBERT 
92 Bondgace 


luers and 





EAST ANGLIA 


Nertfolk-Suffoik._THOS. WM. GAZE & SON, Crown 
Sereet Diss. 1). Est, a Century. Chartered, 
Auctioneers, Agricultural, Property and Chattel Valuers. 


ESSEX 


Gunton, Hadleigh and South-East Essex.— JOHN S. 
& CO., Chartered Auctioneers and Estate 
og eee Head Office: Estate House, Hadleigh, Essex. 
Tel. 58523 and $9174. 
Brentwood and Mid-Essex.—HOWARD’'S & CO. 
}, LTO., Surveyors, Valuers and Estate 
Street, Bren Tel. Brentwood 


Billericay, Braintree and Maidon.— 

TAYLOR CO., Chartered Auctioneers and Estate 

and Valuers, 17 Duke Street, Tel. 

16 lines}. Billericay Tel. 112/585, Braintree Tel. 
Maidon Tei. 


.—-R. COOPER HIRST, 


143 High Screct, 


and Estate Ag 
Chetmetord (Tel, 4534) and Market Road, Wickford 
(Tel. 3058). 

and baggy adr nto & BALCH, 


Surveyors, and Valuers, 
a Chelmolord. ‘4 SiSS!: and 


3 
Witham Tel. 
D COTTAGE, EAVES & CO., 


oe ey az L.P.A.), 67/69 Station Road, 
/8. And at Holland-on-Sea. 


onion and District.—C. M. STANFORD & SON 
(Partners and Senior Personne! fully qualified members 
of Professioal institutes), 23 High Street, Colchester, 
waist 3i6 3165 hos lines). 

N.E. Essex.—H. G. HUGHES & CO. 
, A.V.1.) Auctioneers. Agents and 

"Gh Cope Street. Tel. 2519. 
Hornchurch.—HAY WARD & CO., Surveyors, Valuers 

Tel. 46635/6. 

(incorporatin 





Cranbrook Road, Gantshill. Tel. Valentine 
ay ny eg LANE & BUTLER, Auction- 


125 Rectory Grove. Tel. 78340. 
AIR (PREDK. G.) & = Auctioneers 
veyors, 1528 London Road. i. 78666/7. 
(tied and ae Districts.— 
. = BECK, ote Surveyor and 
), 80 Rectory Grove, 


& Co. 
aver High Screet, Rayleigh. Tel. 24. 
ee and 





, 18 North 


and District.—HiILBERY 

Chartered Auctioneers, Estate 

and Surveyors, 135 South Street, Romford 
ei. Romford Ss and 42 Station Road, Upminster 


alta. treete a ands “ya Essex.—TAYLOR, SON & 


rveyors, 37 Victoria Avenue, 
ate Southend ane 2120! roy tines) And at Westcliff-on-Sea 


lestctiff? and Country Districts.— 
HV.& SORRELL Chartered Surveyors, Auctioneers 
Estate 40 Clarence Street, Southend. 
Tel. Southend . And at High Street, Rayleigh. 
Westcliff and South East Essex.— TALBOT 
Chartered Surveyors, Valuers, Auctioneers 
Estate Agents. ey 1885. 34 Clarence Street, 
Southend-on-Sea. . Southend 48137/8, and 29 and 
31 «= Hamlet Road, Westcliff-on-Sea. Tei. 


LIELL & SON, Chartered Surveyors, 
, yp Dynan Woodford Green. Tel. Buckhurst 018!. 
and Ham. 





GLOUCESTERSHIRE 


Bath and District and Surrounding Counties.— 
aeteras aoe & CO., incorporating FORTT, HATT 
7 (Est. 1903), Surveyors, Auctioneers and 
Estate sendy egg ¥ Probate Department, New Bond 
14 New Bond Street, Bath. Tel. 
bath Nach 3150, 3584, 4268 and 61360. 
a }. HOLE & SONS (Est. 1867), 70 Park Row, 
Bristol, | etc. Tel. 24324 (4 lines). 
ONDE, BROS & PARHAM (Est. 1648), 
64 Queens Road. Tel. 2773! (S lines). And at Weston- 


Bristol—JOHN E. PRITCHARD & CO. (Est. am. 
Auctioneers and Surv 


ee Me ee heads Erieoal 6.” Yeh. 20038 
(3 lines). 





GLOUCESTERSHIRE (continued) 


Bristol, Somerset and Gloucester —ALDER, STANLEY 
& PRICE (Established wt Valuation Consultants, 
7 St. Stephen's Screet, Bristol, !. Tel. 2030i. A. Oliver 

ins, F.RA.CS., wre PPISALPA, oo 
Lege ge ab ERACS., E. Sutor, F.A.L.P.A., 
w. i Marley ARICS. TNAVAS FAL.P.A., Auction 
ne Estate Offices, 94E Whiteladies Road, Clifton and 


Bristol and the West of England. —j. P. STURGE & 
SONS a 1760), Surveyors, Land Agents and 
Auctioneers, 24 Berkeley Square, Bristol, 8. Telephone: 
26691 (5 lines). 

Cheltenham.—G. H. BAYLEY & SONS, Chartered 
ua” and Estate Agents, Valuers, 27 Promenade. 

e 

Cheitenham.—VIRGIN & RICHARDS, LTD., F.V.1. 

Incorporated Valuers and Estate Agents, 3 Clarence 


Parade. Tel. 56351. 

Cheltenham. = YOUNG & GILLING (J. T. Walford, 
A.RALCS., A. Allard, F.A. LP.A.), Auctioneers, 
Surveyors and Vduorw over a century. 
3 Crescent Terrace, Cheltenham. Tels. 2129 and 2433. 

Cirencester.—HOBBS & CHAMBERS, Chartered 
Surveyors, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents. 
Tel. Cirencester 62/63. 

Gloucester.—SANDOE & SONS, Chartered Auctioneers 
and Estate Agents, Valuers, 4/5 Market Parade. 


HAMPSHIRE 


Aldershot, Fomberent> Titel, eG 
Alresford Winchester ALFRED’ PEAR 
& SON (enSetiched 1900), Surveyors, Valuers, 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents. 
136 Victoria Road, Aldershot Tel. Aldershot 17): 
Clock House, Farn el. Farnbor. |—2 lines); 
Fleet Road, Fleet (Tel. Fleet Voeé—3 lines); 
High St., Hartley Wintney (Tel. Hartle: ay am 
25 West Street, Alresford (Tel. Al rd 274): 
Walcote Chambers, High Street, Winchester 


(Tel. Winchester 3388—2 lines). 

Aldershot and and Hants Borders.— 
KINGHAM & KING , Auctioneers, Estate ts, 
Surveyors and Valuers, Bank House, Grosvenor Road, 
Aldershot. Tel 


> . 23353 

Alresford. CUBITT & WEST. Tel. 335. Valuers, 
Surveyors, Estate ts. 

Alton. wMEGGAR & CO., incorporating Curtis & Watson, 
Surveyors, Auctioneers, Land & Estate Agents, Ackender 
ad oy 2401/2. And at Farnham, Surrey, and 

ingsto! 

Pie mae ELLEN & SON, Land Agents, Auctioneers, 
Valuers and eerers London Street. Tel. 3444 
(2 lines). Established 1845. 

Basingstoke.—BATESON & NICHOLAS, Auctioneers, 
Estate Agents, Surveyors and Valuers, 2 Queens Parade 
(next G.P.O.), New Street. Tel. 566. 

Basingstoke.—EGGAR incorporating Curtis & 
Watson, Surveyors, Auctioneers, Land & Estate Agents, 
% beneees gt Street. Tel. 2255/6. And at Farnham, 
Surrey and Al 

Basingstok ke. —SIMMONS & SONS, Surveyors, Valuers, 
Estate Agents and Auctioneers. Tel. 199. 

Bournemouth.—_fO. SONS, 
and Auctioneers, Bey 


ttt Old Christchurch Road. Tel. Bournemouth 21212. 
be Offices in Hants and Dorset and the Channel 
islands 

Fleet.—H. }. POULTER & se Estate oer Agee, | Surveyors 


and Valuers. Cencral Esta’ 

—LAWSON & 20. RY F.V.1., Estate 
Valuers, etc. 9 Brockhurst Road. Tel. 83303 (2 roe 
S. VAIL, FRICS. Chartered Surveyor. 


79 High Street. Tel. 

Havant, Cosham, Hayling Isiand.— 
WHITEHEAD & WHITEHEAD. rtered Auctioneers 
and Estate Agents, 5 West Stree, | Havant. (Tel. aus.) ) 
br High Street, (Tel. 76427/8.) Elim Gro 

rn an ggg (Tel. 77131 a 77148 

and Milford-on-Sea.—j|ACKMAN AND 


Lym 
Auctioneers, Valuers, etc. 


MASTERS (Est. hong 


& CO. 
Tel. 43. 
3 WEST. Tel. 213. Valuers, 


mouth.—P. er LUDLOW, Angerstein Road, 
North End. Tel. 61441/2. 


ING & CO., F.Al., 40 The Avenue. 
Tel. 22171/2. 

Southampton and New Forest.—DRIVERS, JONAS 
& CO. (Est. 1725), incorporating Waller & King, 
Ch. Surveyors, Land Agents, Auctioneers and 
oe Agents. {7 et Place, : 


Winchester —SAVAGE _ 
Auctioneers, Valuers one Estate 





Street, Winch 


(Continued on p. xxi) 


Hereford.—GREENLANDS, LTD., Auctioneers, Estate 
Agents, Valuers. Church Street. Tel. 2366 (4 lines). 


HERTFORDSHIRE 


All W. Herts, Bucks.—(Messrs.) j. GIBSON 
CRACKNELL, een and Valuers, Est. (897. 
59 Whippendell Road, Watford. Tel. 

and Hemeli 


Hempstead.—R. j 
AITCHISON, F.A.L., M.R.San.1. 
aitham Cross and District.— 
ROBERT TIDEY & SON, Waltham Cross. Tel. 22964. 
& DUVALL, F.RICS., FAL, 
106 Fore Street, Tel. 2249 


. 2185. 
ANNELL & SLY, 
53 High Street, Rickmansworth. Tol 3141. Valuers 
Auctioneers, etc. 
Tring, Hemel Hempstead and Berkhamsted.— 
W. BROWN & CO., Urban and Agricultural practice. 
Head Office: 41 High Street, Tring. Tel. 2235/6. 


ISLE OF WIGHT 
Bembridge, ces, ag om go | 


Shanklin, Sea 
Yarmouth.--SiIR FRANCIS PITTIS & SON, 2 a 
Surveyors and Chartered Auctioneers. 


Newport and al! Districts —A. E. & S. C. 
WADHAM, F.A.L.P.A. (Est. 1860), Cowes. Tel. 114! 
me . lines). 

, Sandown, Bembridge, 


cs WAY RIDDETT 8 CO. DETT & CO. 


KENT 


Ashford.—GEERING & COLYER, Auctioneers, Surveyors 
and Estate Agents, Bank Chambers, Ashford, and at 
Hawkhurst and Tunbridge Wells, Kent; Rye, 

thfield, Sussex 


Wadhurst and Hea’ * » 

Ashford, Sandwich and East Kent.—j/OHN HOGBIN 
& SON, Auctioneers, Surveyors, Valuers, Land and 
Estate Agents. Tel. Ashford 449; Sandwich 3163. 

Beckenham.—CHRISTOPHER 8. CURTIS, M.B.E., 
Surveyor and Valuer, 257a Croydon Road. Tel. 
BECkenham i000. 

Beckenham.—jJOLLYE & WOOD, 4 The Broadway, 
Croydon Road. Tel, Beckenham 1430. 

leyheath.—ARTHUR KENT & CO., LTD., Surveyors 

Valuers and Estate ts. 124/6 Broadway, Tel. 1244/5. 

on -—WATERER & oe Chartered Survey- 


Estate Agents, Valuers, 
133 High ba Care aig Kent. Telephone RAVens- 
bourne 0147, 


.—F. R. W. BERRY, Auctioneer and Estate 
Agent, St. Margaret's Street. Tel. Canterbury 
ee & MILLARD, F.R.L.C.S., 
F.A.L., 80 NS ered wee ee 
East Kent—WORSFOLD & HAYWARD, offices at 
3 Market Square, Dover; |! bore Street, Deal ; 
4 St. Margaret’s Street, Canterbury; and 12 Preston 
Street, Faversham. Established 1835. 
Folkestone.—GEO. ang oe & CO., Auctioneers and 
ae 107 ger Tel. 3619. 
Folkestone.—TEMPLE, BARTON, LTD., F.A.LP.A., 
KS & SON (P. R. Bean, 
Su Chartered 
Auct 6 Bouverie Square 
4509/3599. 
Folkestone and District.—SMITH-WOOLLEY & CO., 
Chartered Su Chartered Land Agents, Valuers, 
— . Manor Office, Tel. 51201/2. 


and 
FLETCHER, FAL, 
Tel. Gravesend 388 and 


Ikestone. Tel. 


yet | oe treet. Tels. 2558 and 2591. 
> 50% Mid-Kent.—EVENS & MATTA, AAI., 


Street, Maidstone. Tel. 51283. 
& ‘CRITTENDEN, F.A.LP.A., 
Valuers. Offices: Cliftonville and 


ott lood and West Kent.—MULLOCK 
y's t cowe hart F. Mullock, J.P., F.A.LP.A., 
. FAL) 161 cee tw Street. Tel. Orp. 25681/2 

ina Semon Tel. Orp. 
HOGBIN, F.R.CS., Chartered 
Surveyor, Auctioneer, Valuer and Agent 
50 Queen Street. Tel. Thanet 53222/3. 
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Mortgage Interest (Restrictions) Act, 1920, should be 
construed and was not laying down that if in fact, by 
inadvertence or mutual misunderstanding, or for some other 
like reason, there was an error of one penny in the figures on 
which the calculation was based, which would not affect the 
final figures, therefore the notice should be invalid. In his 
lordship’s view that was a small error which could have no 
consequence at all, and could not invalidate the notice. 
The second objection to the notice was that it was not in the 
prescribed form. It was clear that the wrong form had been 
used, and that it related to new controlled houses, whereas 
the house in question was old control, but in his lordship’s 
judgment it was in a form substantially to the same effect 
as that prescribed. It had all essential matters in it for 
calculating the increase in rent and giving the reason why it 
had been increased. In those circumstances there was no 
substance in that point. The third objection to the notice 
was that it was not served by the landlord. 7 Co., chartered 
surveyors, did not state on the notice that they were the 
landlords’ agents—clearly it would have been better if they 
had—but after that lapse of time, it would be idle to suggest 
that they had no authority to serve the notice. 7 Co. had 
been well recognised by the tenants as being the landlords’ 
agents and there was no substance in that argument. It 
followed that the notice was a valid one, that G was not a 
contractual tenant at the time of his death, and accordingly, 
that the landlords were entitled to possession. With regard 
to the tenancy of the one room given to B, there was no doubt 
that that sub-letting was a proper one, but the county court 
judge found that it had been surrendered when B was given 
the use of additional rooms after G's death. There was 
certainly no evidence of an express surrender and his lordship 
found nothing to suggest that the contractual tenancy of the 
one room was abandoned because the use of a further three 
rooms was given to the defendants. The landlords’ counsel 
then took the point that there never was a separate letting 
of any part of the house to B, and therefore he was not 
protected by the Act of 1920. The county court judge did 
not address his mind to that question, having no need to do 
so, but there was no suggestion that the scullery was used for 
any living purposes other than cooking. Applying the test 
laid down by Morton, L.J., in Cole v. Harris (1945) K.B. 474, 
at p. 485, there was not sufficient evidence to justify a finding 
that the letting was other than a letting of a separate part of 
the house. The sub-tenancy of the one room still subsisted 
and the appeal had to be allowed as far as that room was 
concerned. 

WILLMER and Upjoun, L.JJ., concurred. Appeal allowed in 
part. Leave to appeal to the House of Lords refused. 

APPEARANCES: C. Ross-Munro (Gregsons); A. H. Tibber 
(Friedman, Fredman & Co.). 


[Reported by Miss C. J. Exiis, Barrister-at-Law) {1 W.L.R. 76 


LAND DRAINAGE: WHETHER RESPONSIBILITY 
OF RURAL DISTRICT COUNCIL OR COUNTY 
COUNCIL 
A.-G. v. St. Ives Rural District Council 
Sellers, Pearce and Devlin, L.JJ. 
6th December, 1960 

Appeal from Salmon, J. ([1960} 1 0.B. 312; 103 Sox. J. 659). 

Land farmed by the plaintiff had from time to time been 
seriously flooded partly as a result of the non-repair of two 
drains which ran adjacent to and through the land. By an 
award under the Enclosure Act, 1800, the drains were main- 
tainable by the surveyor of the highways of the parish ; 
subsequently these duties were transferred to the local highway 
board and by the Local Government Act, 1894, they were 
transferred to the rural district council. The question was 
whether the responsibility for maintaining and repairing the 
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drains now lay on the county council as highway authority by 
virtue of s. 30 (1) of the Local Government Act, 1929, and 
not as hitherto on the rural district council. Salmon, J., 
held, inter alia, that the drains were part of the land drainage 
scheme, and the function of maintaining and repairing them 
was not a function with respect to highways within the meaning 
of the proviso to s. 30 (1) ; accordingly, the duty to maintain 
and repair the drains was not thereby transferred to the 
county council but was reserved to the rural district council. 
The rural district council appealed, 


PEARCE, L.J., giving the judgment of the court, said that, 
on the true construction of s. 30 (1) with its proviso, the 
rural district council retained functions inherited from the 
surveyor of highways unless they were “functions with 
respect to highways "’; the difficulty lay in deciding whether 
the maintenance of any particular drains was a “ function 
with respect to highways."" The court did not think that the 
Local Government Act, 1929, had any intention of taking 
century-old awards as the test; and the question whether 
a function was a “ function with respect to highways "’ must 
have been intended to be answered as a matter of fact by a 
contemporary consideration of the land itself. The judge 
propounded the test as follows: “. . . Whether or not the 
function of maintaining and repairing these drains and ditches 
can properly be described as a function with respect to high- 
ways depends, in my view, on the degree to which the drains 
can be truly regarded as land drainage or road drainage.” 
It was not disputed that the decision of fact was right, if the 
test which the judge applied was correct. In the court's judg- 
ment it was correct and clear. Applying that test, it should be 
possible for surveyors of the bodies concerned to agree the 
boundaries of their respective spheres of duty. The appeal 
would be dismissed. 

APPEARANCES: C. E. Scholefield, 0.C., and G. J. Ponsonby 
(John J. McIntyre); J. P. Widgery, Q.C., and A. P. Fletcher 
(Sharpe, Pritchard & Co., for A. Case Aylward, Huntingdon) ; 
Arthur L. Figgis (Fisher, Dowson & Wasbrough, for Francis 
& Co., Cambridge). 


(Reported by Mrs Inewa G. R Moses, Barrister at-Law) [2 W.L.R. 111 


INCOME TAX: LONG LEASE: RENTS PAID 
WITHOUT DEDUCTION: LANDLORD ASSESSED 


Grosvenor Place Estates, Ltd. v. Roberts (Inspector of 
Taxes) 


Lord Evershed, M.R., Harman and Donovan, L.] J. 
20th December, 1960 


Appeal from Danckwerts, J. ({1960] Ch. 423; 104 Sor. J. 
287). 


The tenant of premises under a “ long lease ’’ within s. 177 
of the Income Tax Act, 1952, made to the landlords, without 
deduction of tax, payments of rent chargeable to tax in 
accordance with s. 177 under case VI of Sched. D to the Act 


and subject to deduction of tax under s. 170. The Special 
Commissioners affirmed an assessment on the landlords 
in respect of the payments of rent, although an assessment 
should have been made on the tenants and not on the landlords 
under s. 170 of the Act of 1952. Danckwerts, J., affirmed the 
decision of the Special Commissioners. The landlords 
appealed. Cur. adv. vult. 


Lorp EversHeD, M.R., said that he agreed with the 
judgment to be delivered by Donovan, L.J. Out of respect, 
however, for the opposite conclusion which Harman, L.J., 
had reached, he (his lordship) would state shortly his own 
reasons for thinking that the appeal should be dismissed. 
The question on the facts of the present case was: the lessor 
having received “‘ profits or gains from . . . property,’’ was he, 
according to the general scheme and policy of the Act, liable to 
make a return in respect thereof? Or was he exempte! from 
so doing by the language of subs. (1) of s. 36? He (his lordship) 





88 [Vol. 105 


agreed with Donovan, L.J., that, upon the facts of the present 
case, the exemption of that subsection was inapplicable. 
According to its strict language and in the context of chap. II 
of Pt. II of the Act, the subsection was related to profits or 
gains under Sched. D, and the exemption was similarly 
limited to cases where assessment of such profits or gains 
was “ required "’ to be made by the Special Commissioners— 
for example, upon the request, as provided by s. 38, of the 
person chargeable. As a matter of strict language, s. 170 was 
concerned with the assessment of the “ payment ”’ of rent by 
the lessee. True, the “ payment’’ was, by the section, 
identified with what would in the lessor’s hands be profits 
or gains. Still, in the hands of the lessee, the subject-matter 
charged was the rent payment, which in his hands was not 
profits or gains, nor was it paid out of profits or gains for which 
he was chargeable ; see the divergence in language in this 
respect between ss. 169 and 170, the former of which (but 
not the latter) stated expressly that no assessment should be 
made upon the recipient of the payment. But if this were 
too narrow a view, it was still necessary to construe the word 
“ required "’ in subs. (1) of s. 36. True it was that, where the 
lessee had made the deduction when paying his rent and had 
accounted accordingly to the commissioners, then by the 
terms of subs. (2) of s. 170 the Special Commissioners “shall’’ 
assess him. In such case, he (his lordship) would now assume 
that the assessment upon the lessee was “ required”’ to be 
made by the Special Commissioners within the terms of 
s. 36 (1) of the Act. But in the present case no deduction was 
made and no account delivered by the tenants. It was there- 
fore conceded by the tenants that subs. (3) and not subs. (2) 
of s. 170 was applicable, and the relevant words of subs. (3) 
were “ The Special Commissioners may make an 
assessment.’’ Though counsel for the tenants was at first 
disposed to contend that “may” meant “ shall,” he later 
conceded that the powers of assessment conferred by subs. (3) 
were discretionary and not obligatory. If this was right, 
then could it fairly be said that, in the circumstances of the 
present case, the Special Commissioners were ‘ required ” 
to make an assessment within the terms of subs. (1) of s. 36 
of the Act? In his judgment it could not. In his judgment, 
if it was contended that the amendment of the machinery 
provisions of what was now s. 170 had the oblique but wide 
effect upon the general scheme of the Act so as, in a case such 
as the present, to absolve the lessor from his previously 
existing tax liability, such result must be justified by a strict 
construction of the Act, that is, of s. 36 (1); and, in his 
judgment, the word “ required ’’ was not satisfied by a mere 
discretion. Accordingly, he would dismiss the appeal. 


HarmaN, L.J., dissenting, said that the strongest argument 
for the Crown, as it seemed to him, was that in s. 169, which 
dealt with deductions where the lessee had paid his rent out 
of taxed income, there was an express prohibition against 


assessing the lessor. No such provision was to be found in 
s. 170, and it was therefore argued that the formerly existing 
power to tax the lessor was not taken away. The answer 
seemed to be that neither rr. 19 and 21 of 1918 nor their 
redecessors were concerned with assessment of these sums. 

n one case the lessee was only recouping himself tax already 
paid: in the other he was till 1927 left with a debt to the 
Crown. When the latter was converted into an assessed 
tax it was not perceived that the result might be that s. 36 
would be involved. Danckwerts, J., was obviously impressed 
by the taxpayer’s argument and would apparently have 
accepted it but for the dicta of Finley, J., and Upjohn, J., 
which he mentioned. He (his lordship) did not feel bound to 
accede to them, neither being necessary to the decision the 
judge was pronouncing. 

Donovan, L.J., in agreeing that the appeal should be 
dismissed, said that the power and the duty of the General 
Commissioners to make assessments upon annual payments 
made out of profits and gains not brought into charge to tax 
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still remained. This did not involve liability to double 
taxation, once by deduction at source and again by assessment 
upon the same income. It was true that there was nothing 
in the Act expressly prohibiting such an injunction but the 
prohibition was implied in its provisions : see per Lord Davey 
in London County Council v. A.-G. [1901] A.C. 26, at p. 43. 
Appeal dismissed. 

APPEARANCES : Heyworth Talbot, Q.C., and C. 
Prag Attenborough & Co.); F. H. Bucher, 
Alan S. Orr (Solicitor of Inland Revenue). 

(Reported by J. A. Gaivrirrus, Esq., Barrister-at-Law) 


N. Beattie 
Q.C., and 


(2 W.L.R. 83 


Chancery Division 


INCOME TAX: SUCCESSION TO TRADE OF 
SUBSIDIARY: WHETHER SUBSIDIARY’S TRADE 
PERMANENTLY DISCONTINUED 


Aviation and Shipping Co., Ltd. v. Murray (Inspector of 
Taxes) 


Danckwerts, J. 4th November, 1960 


Case stated by the Commissioners for the Special Purposes 
of the Income Tax Acts. 


The appellant and its wholly-owned subsidiary Ascot were 
ship-owning companies, all of whose ships were managed by 
a managing company, and all of which were on time charter 
to the same charterer. On 31st December, 1954, the appellant 
acquired Ascot’s only two ships, both coal-burning tramps, 
subject to their existing time charters, which the charterer 
agreed should be transferred to the appellant. In accordance 
with the appellant’s policy of replacing coal-burning ships 
by diesel ships, the two ships were sold to foreign companies 
on 15th February, 1955, and 14th March, 1955, respectively. 
On their sale the time charters were cancelled in each case. 
No goodwill attached to individual tramp ships. On appeal 
against an assessment to income tax for the year 1956-57 
made under Case I of Schedule D in respect of the appellant 
company’s profits as shipowners, on the ground that the trade 
of Ascot was permanently discontinued within s. 17 of the 
Finance Act, 1954, it was common ground that on 3lst 
December, 1954, the appellant had succeeded to the trade 
until then carried on by Ascot. 


DANCKWERTS, J., said that he found it impossible to 
support the commissioners’ conclusion that the result of the 
sale of the two ships was not a permanent discontinuance 
of the trade of Ascot. It seemed to him that when the two 
ships were sold, the business which had been acquired from 
Ascot—that is, the exploitation of those ships for profit 
through the medium of the managing company—disappeared. 
It came to an end, and therefore there was a permanent 
discontinuance of Ascot’s trade in this case. The appeal 
would be allowed. 

AppEaRANCES : F. N. Bucher, Q.C., and Peter M. B. Rowland 
(Clifford-Turner & Co.); Hilary Magnus, Q.C., and Alan 
S. Orr (Solicitor of Inland Revenue). 

{Reported by Miss Purtirra Price, Barrister-at-Law [1 W.L.R. 129 
SETTLEMENT: CONSTRUCTION: TIME FOR 
ASCERTAINING CLASS 
In re Wernher’s Settlement Trusts ; Lloyds Bank, Ltd. 
v. Mountbatten and Others 
Buckley, J. 5th December, 1960 

Adjourned summons. 

A settlor, by a settlement dated 20th March, 1931, directed 
his trustees to hold the trust funds in trust “ for all such of the 
children of the settlor (whether now living or hereafter to be 
born) as being male attain the age of twenty-one years or being 
female attain that age or marry,” each son to receive twice as 
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Ramsgate and District—HOLNESS & OVENDEN, 
F.A.1., Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 
Valuers and Surveyors. Estate House, 73 High Street, 
Ramsgate. Tel. Thanet 52206/7. Established 1838. 

Sandwich and East Kent.—G. C. SOLLEY & CO. 
Offices : 50 King Street, Sandwich. Tel. 3227. 

Sevenoaks.—KEMP & THOMAS, F.A.L.P.A., Estate 
Agents and Valuers. tla London Road (Tel. 2916). 

Tenterden and the Weald of Kent.—HATCH AND 
WATERMAN, F.A.1. (Est. 1830), Chartered Auctioneers 
and Estate Agents. Tenterden. Tel, 33. 

Tonbridge a gi * plaice F.A1., 146 High 
Street, Tonbridge. Tel. 3223. 

Tunbridge Wells.—DILNOTT STOKES, Chartered 
Surveyors and Auctioneers, 17 Mount Pleasant. 
Tel. 3000/1! 

Welling. —WM. PORTER & oe a ave. x E Falconwood 
Parade, The Green. Tel. xleyheai 

Westgate-on-Sea.— BE ENEFIELD & CORNFORD, Town 
Hall Buildings. Thanet 31010. 


LANCASHIRE 


Blackpool and_ District.—AIREYS’, Chartered Auc- 
tioneers and Estate Agents, Valuers and Survey rs, 
18 Dickson Road, Blackpool. Tel. 22225/6. 

Blackpool and Fyide Coast.—j. ENTWISTLE & CO., 
Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate ents, Station 
Chambers, 2 Dickson Road, Blackpool. Tel. 20093/4. 

Grange-over-Sands.—MICHAEL C. L. HODGSON, 
Auctioneers and Valuers. Tel. 2253. 

Liverpool.—BOULT, SON & MAPLES, 5 Cook Street. 
Tel. Central 9941 (7 lines). And at West Kirby. 

Liverpool.—SMITH & SONS (Est. 1840), Valuers, etc., 
6 North John Screet, Central 9386. And at Birkenhead. 

Liverpool! and District—jOS. RIMMER & SON, 
48 Castle Street, Liverpool, 2. Tel. Central 3068. 
Chartered Surveyors, Chartered Auctioneers and 
Estate Agents. 

Liverpool and Wirral.—T. MARTIN BROWN, F.A.I., 
Valuer & Estate Agent, Coopers Buildings, ‘Church 
Street, Liverpool, |. Tel. — a and 3 Garston 
Old Road, Liverpool, 19. Tel. Garston 358. 

Manchester.—ALFRED H. GARDNER & SON, F.A.l., 
Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 56 Mosley 
Street. Tel. Central 8985/6. And at Cheadle Hulme. 

Manchester.—CLAYTON, SON & CROWTHER, 
Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate Agents, 76 Mosley 
Street, Manchester, 2. Tel. Cen. 4943/4. 

Manchester.—STUART MURRAY & CO., Auctioneers, 
etc., 64a Bridge Street. Tel. Blackfriars 5747. And at 
Altrincham. 

Manchester and Oldham.—tLESLIE D. CLEGG 
MORGAN & CO., Chartered Surveyors, Specialists in 
Town Planning, Rating and Compensation, Prudential 
Buildings, Union Street, Oldham. Tel. MAin (Oldham) 
6401/3. And at 65 Princess Street, Manchester,2. Tel. 
Central 7755. 

Preston.—E. |. 
— 
Tel. 324 

Rochdale.  ROSSALL, DALBY & PARKER, Auctioneers 
and Valuers, 5 Blackwater Street. Tel. 3677. 

Rochdale and District—R. BIRTWELL & SON, 
Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, Valuers, 
5 Baillie Street. Tel. 2826. 

Rochdale and District—SHEPHERD LUMB & CO., 
Auctioneers, etc. The Public Hall, Baillie Street. 
Tel. 3826. 


REED & SONS, F.A.L., 
and Estate Agents, 


Chartered 
47 ~=«*Fishergate. 


LEICESTERSHIRE 


Leicester—DONALD BOYER, F.AJ., Chartered 
Auctioneer & Estate Agent, Valuer-Mo: Probate 
insurance, Northampton Street. Tel. 21564 (and Rugby). 

Leicester and County.—RANDLE & ASPELL (F. 3 
Randle, F.V.., C. G. Hale, F.AJ., A.A-L.P.A., c 
Aspell, A.RACS., F.Ad., M.R.San.1.), 74 Halford a 
Tel. 5137/8. 

Market Harborough—HOLLOWAY, PRICE & CO., 
Est. 1809. Chartered Surveyors, Chartered ed Auctioneers. 
Tel. 2411. 


LINCOLNSHIRE 


Grantham and District—BAILEY & AMBLER» 
Chartered Auctioneers and Estate —_ 
Westminster Bank Chambers, Grantham, incs. 
hse 418 (2 lines). 

and District.—SPILMAN, GLASIER AND 
LONSDALE, xf Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 
Surveyors and piers 72 Mary Street, Scunthorpe. 
Tel. 3803. Est. over LB og 

Spalding.—S. & G. KING IN, F.A.L, Auctioneers, etc., 
Hall Place Chambers. Tel. 2011. 


MIDDLESEX 


Edgware—e. }. T. NEAL, F.R.1.CS., F.A.1., 39 Station 
Road. Tel. EDG. 0123/4. 

Enfield and North London.—CAMPION & DICKINS, 
Surveyors, Valuers, etc., 28 Little Park Gardens, Enfield. 
Enfield 1224/5. 


MIDDLESEX (continued) 
Harrow.—CORBETT ALTMAN & CO., F.R.L.C.S., F.AJ., 
‘Auctioneers and 


Road, Harrow. Tel. 
Harrow 6 ‘Also Rating, pensation and Planning 


urveyors. 

Harrow.—£—. BECKETT, FAj., Surveyor, Chartered 
‘Auctioneer and Estate Agent, 7 Col Road, Sousion: 
Tel. Harrow 5216. And ‘> Sudbury, 

North Harrow and Moor Northwood. 

Harrow.—?P. N. DEWE & con "See “ London Suburbs " 


Section. Established 1925. 
Harrow.—WARNER & CO. (T. A. Warner, FALP.A), 
Surveys, Valuations, etc., 5; ists in Urban Estate 
Management, 5! Station Road, North Harrow. Tel. 


36/7/8. 
Harrow.—G. |. HERSEY AND PARTNER, So mtn 
poy nen | and Surveyors, Rating 
44 College Road, Harrow, ene Tel. WiaRrow 7404: 
368 Bank Chambers, 329 High Holborn, W.C.! 
Harrow.—Messrs. JOHN SEARCY (j. H. rey, 
M.inst.R.E., F.A.1., Chartered Auctioneer and 
Agent; j. Gray, F.ALP A., Incorporated connate =e 
Estate nt), 21 College Road, Tel. Harrow 
9323/4. Adjoining Harrow-on-the-Hill Metro Station. 
arrow and eee oe & MEAD (C. Grainger, 
F.A.L.P.A., M.R.San.1.), 202 , S. Harrow. 


— Harrow ae lines)). 
Ha EVIN & FIELD, LTD. (Lister S. 
H. Grange Chambers, Uxbridge Road. 
Tel. Hayes 3691/2. 
Hounslow 


-—ROPER, SON & CHAPMAN, Auctioneers 
ors, etc., 162 High Street. Tel. HOU 1184. 
Moor k and Northwood.—e. ge FAL, 
Surveyor, Chartered Auctioneer and Estate Age 
MOOR PARK ESTATE OFFICE, Moor Park 
Northwood. Tel. Northwood bem 4131. 
Harrow, North Harrow and Sudbu ‘embiey. 
er ae LUCK, TRiPA Surveyors 
Northwood. Tel. 


58 Green 
3952/3/4, | 11! Pinner Road, Northwood Hills. 
orthwood and Pinner.—SWANNELL & SLY, 
3 onl — Northwood. Tel. 19. Valuers, 


Auctionee 
District —BARR & MEAD (C. Grai 
st 


Pinner and Distr 
F.A.L.P.A., M.R.San.1.), 2 High Street, Pinner, 
tui and 7800. Also at South Harrow, 

ul 

Pinner (Hatch End).—BRODIE, MARSHALL & CO., 
Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate ts, 339 Ux 
Road, Hatch End. Telephone 

Ruislip and District.—BARR C. Grainger, 
FALPA, M.R.San.1.), 108 High Street, Ruislip. 
Tel. Ruislip 2215 and 4583. Also at South Harrow, 
aun — Heng sAcocK 


a i and District—jJOHN M 

nN co., as -. ¥ Street, Ruislip. Tel. Ruislip 
=. An the Church, Ickenham. 
Tel rt we and oor sens. 

Southall 


es he FARR & Ba 
Chareerea Su ae one red Auctioneers and 


am. S Southall. SOU 6555 (4 — 
The Broadway, qe 


WAX 4642/4438. 
Wem Park.—LLOYDS (Principal D. J. oe 
F.R.LC.S., M.RSan.j.), Chartered Surveyo 
tioneers and Valuers, !3 Bridge Road. Tel. "Arnold aie 
est Drayton and Y —R. WHITLEY 


Chartered Ly and Agents, 40 Station 
W. Drayton 2185. 


NORFOLK 


Cromer—R. |. WORTLEY, F. ny + of es 
Surveyor, etc., 15 Church Screet. 
Norwich —ALDRIOGE & PARTNERS, % 52h Surrey Sere 
rveyors and Estate — Se 


Nerwicn LOWES, Nase a. & THURGAR, 
. M. LB FAA. R. F. Hill, ALBAN on 
6 Tombland. Tel. 27261/2. 
vernal * FAYLOR, Auctioneer and Estate Agent, 
atte = ym — 26638. 
jorwich and oe ect . FIELDING & SON 
“ar L. Fielding, F.R.A.C.S., FA.) fens 
etc., | Upper King Street, Norwich. Tel. 22980. 
‘est RUSO WILKIN, 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 27 Ti 
Place, King's Lynn. Tel. King’s Lynn 3111/2. 


NORTHAMPT ONSHIRE 


and gry Y, SONS ‘ 2. 
LTD., Auctioneers, Valuers Estace Agents, 9 Fish 
treet, Nomtars Tel. one. 33 Street, 


sind Bistrct—WOODS & CO, FAL. 

Northampton. Tel. 3300/1. 
Peterborough and District-—DAKING . 
Est. 1887. Aontooen, en eae 
Peterborough Bigerice “FOX. “a ve VERGETTE, 
ee eed 


A ALT 
WRIGHT & PARTN' Surveyors, 26 Priestgate, 
Peterborough. Tel. 5695/6. 


(Continued on p. xxii) 


NORTHUMBERLAND 


Newcastle North,— 
HINDMARSH, HEPPECL & TW sOORN (Est. 1862), 
Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, Surveyors, 
61 Westgate Road, Newcastle upon Tyne. And ac 
Wallsend-on-Tyne. 


NORTHUMBERLAND AND DURHAM 


HINDMARSH & PARTNERS, Chartered Surveyors, 
Valuers, Auctioneers and Estate Agents, Park View, 
Whitley Bay we 2351/2), 107 Northumberland Scr., 
oe B (Tel. 610081 (4 lines)). And at Gateshead 

Newesetia-DAVID A. LARMOUR & SON, F.R.L.C.5S., 
F.A.1., Saville Row. Tel. Newcastle 20727 

WALLHEAD GRAY & COATES, Charte: Auctioneers 
and Estate Agents, Surveyors and Valuers, 84 Pilgrim 
Street, Newcastle. (Tel. af ws 75 West Street, 
Gateshead. (Tel. 72197 
(Tel. 302.) 26 Frederick Street, Sunderland. (Tel. 2544.) 





NOTTINGHAMSHIRE 


Newark.—EDWARD BAILEY & SON, F.A.L., Chartered 
and Estate Agents, Surveyors and Valuers, 
7 Ki Tel. 39, 
Notti 


ite, Newark. Tel. 39. 

ROBERT CLARKE & CO., Chartered 
yi and Rating Valuers, Oxford Street. Tel. 

Nottingham.—WALKER, WALTON & HANSON, 
Chartered Surveyors and Valuers, Chartered Auc- 
tioneers and Estate foe, Byard Lane. Esc. 1841. 
Tel. Nottingham 54272 (7 lines). 

Retford.— HENRY SPENCER” & SONS, Auctioneers, 
20 The Square, Retford, Notts. Tel. 531/2. And at 
4 Paradise Street, Sheffield. Tel. 25206. And 9i Bridge 
Street, Worksop. Tel. 2654. 


OXFORDSHIRE 


, Thame and Oxford.—£. P. MESSENGER & 
st Chartered Surveyors, “pene Valuers, etc. 

Thame 263/4; Bicester 10; and Oxford 47281. 
xford and District.BUCKELL & BALLARD. Est. 
1887. ~ B. Ballard, F.A.L.P.A., H. 1. F. Ryan, F.R1.C.S., 
F.AA., S. Ballard, A.RA.CS., FAA, $8 Cornmarket 
Street, ‘Store Tel. 44151, and at Wallingford, Be 


Banbury and surrounding districts.—£. |. 
BROOKS & SON, F.AJ. (Established 1840), Chartered 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, Surveyors and Valuers, 
“ Gloucester House a Street, 3 
4535/6) and 54 Broad Street, {iet.26 

Thame and District.—PERCY pace CO. Chartered 
Surveyors, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 
60 North Street. Tel. 288. 


SHROPSHIRE 


Craven Arms.—jACKSON & McCARTNEY, Chartered 
Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate Agents. Tel. 2/85. 
HALL, WATERIDOGE & OWEN, LTD., 
Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate Agents. 
Tel. 2081. 
South Shropshire —DEAKIN 
lly , 8 Wyle Cop, Shrewsbury, Auctioneers, 
pd ~a— Valuers. Tel. 5306 and 2313. And at 


Wellington.-BARBER & SON, Auctioneers, Valuers, 
Surveyors and Estate Agents, | Church Sereet. Tel. 


27 and ee 
Whitchurch.—-jOSE WRIGHT, Auctioneers, Valuers 

Agents, 16 Watergate Street, Whitchurch. 
Tel, 2962 and 2157. 


SOMERSET 


Bath and District and Surrounding Counties.— 
et MES & CO., incorporating FORTT, HATT 
& BILLING (Est. 190), Surveyors, Jostioneare and 
Estate ts, Special . New Bond 

, Bath. Tel. 


Street bers, 14 New 
Bath 3150, 3584, 4268 and 61360. 

Bath and District.—£state . Auctioneers and 

Mortgage, etc. 


Valuers, Valuations for Probate, 
HALLETT & CO., a — Street, Queen Square, 
Bath. Tel. 3779 and 2/18. 
Bath and District —jOLLY & SON, LTD. (Est. 1625.) 
Funeral Directors, Probate 


oe 
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SOMERSET (continued) 


and District.—MASTERS & CO. 
RALC.S., nad, + og HE rs, Singeared 
Auctioneers Estate nts, High Street. 
Tel. 6443/4. 


Yeovil and District—PALMER, SNELL & CO., 
Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, oe 
and Valuers. Tel. 25 and 17%. n O : 
130 Mount Screet, W.!. 


STAFFORDSHIRE 


Stoke-on-Trent and North Staffs —CHARLES 
BUTTERS & SONS, Established (856. Chartered 
Friniy Buildings, Vieoley Soke Feone. Tat. 2138)3. 

jay, Stoke-on-Trent. /9. 
Also at Leek. 


SUFFOLK 


ou & Edmunds and East Anglia.—LACY SCOTT 
SONS, 3 Matter Screet, Bury St. Edmunds. Phone 


692. 
and East An: ee & HEMPSON 
1760), Chartered oan Auctioneers, 


Street oo ‘Tel. 
East Ww OCK & SON, 
6 Sereet, ipswich. Tel. 54352 (2 lines). 
te Country Property and Farms. 


Woodbridge and East Suffolk.—ARNOTT ® ie 
Auctioneers and Valuers. Esc. 1870. Tel. 


SURREY 
Addiscombe, Shirley, Croydon.—MILLER, WILKINS 


co. neers, carvevers and Valuers, 19! 
ADDiscombe 2233/4 ; 
Road, Shirley Tel. ADDiscombe 402!. 
I1DOY & GIDDY, Estate House, 
|. Tel. 1919. 
and Gerks Borders).—SADLER 
Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 
igh — Est. 1980. Tel, 433! (3 yy ae 
and District, Sanderstead 





and 348. Limpsfield Road, Sanderstead. Tel. 
bay a & CO., in association wish - 
Est. 1991. Tel. 47. Offices throughout West 
Surrey 
Couleden.—SINDEN, TOMKINS & KING, F.ALPA., 
and Estate Agents, 26 Chipstead 


0600. 
& WILLIAMS. Est. 1798. 
and Estate Agents, Surveyors and 
CROydon 7155/6 
OWDITCH 
. (Esc. 1881). Surveyors, Valuers, Auctioneers, 
George Street, Croydon. Tel. CRO 0138/9. 
and —jJOHN P. DICKINS & —. 
Valuers and Estate ts. Est. 1882. 
= Pasapn Seress, Croydon. CROydon 3128/9730. 
Lendon.—HAROLD WILLIAMS AND 
TNERS, Chartered Surveyors, Valuers, Chartered 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 80 High Street, Croydon. 
Tel. . And at ome Chambers, Temple 
Avenue, — Tel. Ludgace Circus 9288. 
os aig r)_ SYMINGTON AND 
uctioneers Valuers. 
High Street, a Mh Tel. ad T6/7. And 
at 6 Cheam Road, Sutton. Tel. VIG 7616/7. 
NOLD & SON, Auctioneers & Surveyors, 
71 Sereet and branches. Est. 1855. Tel. 2201/2. 
WHITE & SONS, 104 High Sereet. ricul- 
tural and General Surveyors and Valuers. Tel. 3255. 
London.—PEARSON, COLE & SHORLAND, 


Surveyors, Valuers and 

Read, $.W.3. Tel. Kensington 0066. 
Bookham and UBITT AND 
pty Dorking See Bookham 2744. Valuers, 


}. eT ee. 

Estate ge ry urveyors, 

SS0/040 igh Sereee, De Street, Dorking. Tel. 4071/2. 7 Church 

Sereet, Reigate. Tei. 4422/3. Pn at Leatherhead and 


Epsom and Leatharhead.—A. R. & j. GASCOIGNE-PEES, 
F.A.LP.A., Auctioneers, Estate Agents and Surveyors, 
* Tel. 4045/6. 4 Bridge Screet, 


3537/8. Offices throughout West Surrey. 
& SON, Chartered Surveyors, 
and Estate Agents, 5! High Street. 





Leatherhead and adjoining areas.— 

DOUGLAS, FALPA. 10 High Street, Epsom. 
Tel. co. other offices.) 

TSHIRES, Estace Agents, Surveyors, Auc- 

tioneers and Valuers. 55 High Street. Tel. Ewell 1665/6. 

Parnham.—H. 8. BAVERSTOCK & SON, Chartered 

and Estate Agents, 4 Castle Street. Tel. 


$274Q 
& WEST. Tel. 
Valuers, Surveyors, Escace Agents. 


Farnham 526!. 
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SURREY (continued) 


Farnham.—EGGAR & CO., incorporating Cu & 
Watson, Surveyors, Auctioneers, Land & Bole 
74 Castle gard Tel. 6221/3. And at Alton and 
Basingstoke, Han 

Farnham. —CERMAN, —_., = co. Lg 2 1903). 


Chartered red Auctioneers and ee Surveyors 
and Valuers, iit West Sereee Tel. 5283/4. 


Farnham.—WHITEHEAD & WHITEHEAD, ama. 
HEWETT & LEE, 32 South Screet, (Tel. 6277). 

Gedaiming.—H. 8. BAVERSTOCK & SON, Chartered 
Sreienews and Estace Agents, Estate Offices. Tel. 1722 

ines 

Guildford.—-MANN & CO., Est. 1891, 22 Epsom Road. 
Tel. 62911/2. Offices throughout West Surrey. 

Guildford.—MESSENGER, MORGAN & MAY, Chartered 
Surveyors, 8 Quarry Street. Tel. 2992/4. 

Guildford —WHITEHEAD & WHITEHEAD, 
HEWETT & LEE, 144 High Screet. (Tel. 281 1/2). 

Hasiemere.—H. B. BAVERSTOCK & SON, Chartered 
feerensere and Estate Agents, 20 High eg te Tel. 


Haslemere and Hindhead.—CUBITT & WEST. Tel. 
Haslemere 23 yet Hindhead 63. Valuers, Surveyors, 
Estate —, 

Kingston.—A. G yy STEVENS & CO., Est. 1899, 
82 Eden Street. Tel. KIN 0022. 

agen 180 eemeaa. PAGE & BENNETT, Est. 
mea Surveyors, 18 Eden Street. Tel. 

Kin, m oon Thames Area.—BENTALLS 
ESTATE OFFICES (L. J. Smith, Ore L.P.A., P. F. Parkinson, 
B.Sc., A.A.L.P.A.), Wood St. KIN 1001. Sales, surveys, 
property and chattel valuations, lettings, management. 

HAS. OSENTON 
AND CO., Chartered Auctioneers, 36 North Street, 
Leatherhead. (Tel. 3001/2); Ashstead 2382, Oxshott 


Mitcham.—LEONARD gi & HART, Chartered 
Surveyors, Auctioneers wers and Estate Agents, 
Upper Green. Tel. Mitcham 6101/2. 

Oxshott.—W. |. BELL & SON, Chartered Surveyors, 
Valuers, Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 5! High Screet, 
Esher. Tel. Esher 433i (2 lines). 

Redhill and Merstham.—£. H. BENNETT & PARTNERS, 
aa and Valuers. Tel, Redhill 3672. Merstham 

4/ 

Reigate.—MARTEN & CARNABY, Surveyors, 
tioneers and Valuers, 23 Church Street. Tel. ‘ea 
Richmond.—ACLAND & CO., Estate Agents, Surveyors 
and Valuers. Rents collected. 27 Kew Road (Opposite 

Richmond Station). Tel. RIC 4811/2. 

Richmond—PENNINGTONS, 23 The Quadrant, 
Auctions, Valuations, Surveys. Rents collected. Tel. 
RIC 2255 (3 lines). 

Sanderstead.—_ HOOKER & ROGERS, Railway hc 9 
Sanderstead. Manager, K. C. Fox, A.RA.C.S. Tel. 
SAN 4414/5. 

Surbiten.——. W. Wallaker & CO., F.A.LP.A., 
Surveyors, Valuers, Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 
56/7 Victoria Road, Surbiton, Surrey. Tel. 

5381/4 and 4750, and at Chessington, Surrey, Shoreham- 
by- Sea and ing, Sussex. (Chartered Surveyor 
D. }. Peachey, F 8.) 

denen unbenaa Sy te Estate Agents, 
Property Managers, 269 igh Serene * oS VIG 0026/7/8. 
And at Thornton Heath, ry and Piccadilly, W.!. 

Sutton.—iDRIS JONES & PARTNERS, F.R.1.C.S., F.A.L., 
22 The Arcade, Sutton. ViGilant 0182 ; and at 30 Abbey 
House, Westminster. 

Thornton Sa —LEONARD DAVEY & HART, 

hartered Estate 


Cc a, Valuers and 
Agents, 78! Road. Tel. THO 6211/2. 
Es sc ey men ae testes 
tate Agents and 
Road. Tel. THO ss “ lines). And at Norbury, 
Sutton and Piccadilly, W. 
Virginia Water and Wentworth —QOSLING AND 
LNER, Station Approach, Virginia Water. Tel. 
Wentworth 2277. And at 8 Lower Grosvenor Place, 
a 


3634. 
A. DAVIS & PARTNERS, 
Tel. er en 2567. 


Lawrence, ore 45 High Street, W, 
Thames. Tel. 20467 

Walton/Werbridge- WARING & CO. -~, 
Surveyors, Estate Agents, Auctioneers and 
Tel. Walton-on-Thames 24151/2. 

West Byfleet.—MANN &CO., incorporating Ewbank and 
So. Est. 1991. Tel. 3288/9. Offices throughout West 
urrey. 

Weshetdgn ere 6 in association with Mann 
and Co. Est. 1891. Tel. 2323/5. Offices throughout 
West Surrey. 

Weybridge and District.—]. 
Chartered Surveyors and Estate 
fond, aveoiiges Tel. 3307 (3 | 


—. PURDIE & SON, 
ents, | and 3 
), and at Walton- 


and District—-WATERER & SONS, 
ered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, Surveyors, 
etc. Tel. 3838/9. 


(continued on p. xxiii) 


SURREY (continued) 


w. OAR & SANDERSON, 5 Church Path. 
we WAN & CO., Ese. Nal, Chaseered'S 
ie a rte urveyor. 
Tel, (6 lines’ Offices throughout West Surrey. 
, CLARKE & EDGELEY, Chartered 
Surveyors. Tel. 3419; and at Guildford. 


SUSSEX 


Angmeri Rustington, Worthing and 
Storri RNARD TUCKER & SON. Est. 1890. 
L. B. Tucker, F.R.1.C.S., F.A.1., G. H. E. Evans, F.A.L.P.A., 
W. j. Brown, F.A.1. Tels. Rustington |, Worthing 5708/9. 


Storrington 535. 
Arundel and Rustington.—HEASMAN & PARTNERS. 
Tel. Arundel 2323, Rustington 900. 
ll-on-Sea.— JOHN RAY & SONS (Est. 1864), 
Estate Ager.ts, Sodan and Valuers, | Devonshire 


and Cooden.—ERNEST SHEATHER, 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 

Tel. 350, 35! and 2280. 
Little Common.—RICHES & 
GRAY (Est. 1883), Chartered Auctioneers and Estate 
Agents, 25 Sea Road, Bexhill-on-Sea. Tel. 34/5. And 
at 25 Cooden Sea Road, Little Common. Tel. Cooden 


2939. 
Bri YMOND BEAUMONT, F.R.LCS., F.ALJ., 
Su Auctioneers and Estate 
Agents, 35 East Tel. Brighton 20163. 
a or ny > —— red Sastiogenre 
Estate eg Street. Tel. 682910. 
Brighton S. Lode ae & CO., 
F.R.1.C-S., Ys (special rati 


bn. | 6 Pavilion 
Bench Wa + Soo - i 


mw en 


‘ON 
84 Queen's Road. Tel. Ia 2533, 
Brighton we Hove——WILLIAM WILLETT, bYo., 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 52 Church Road, 
Tel. Hove 34055. London Office, Sloane Square, sw Wi 1. 
— Sloane si4i. 
Districts.— 


MRORICE P. MATCHWELL FRICS. ee Lia mina 
py eel Auctioneer and aoe. 
a 1. Tel. Brighion 23107, 


eien aan g Districts.— 
C. HORTON LEDGER, F.AJ., "Evccbliched 1885, 
Chartered Auctioneer Agent, Surveyor and 
Valuer, “ Sussex House,”’ 126/7 Western Road, Hove, 
edu enn "eeeue Regis. WHITEHEAD | & 
WHITEHEAD, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 
South Street, ns Tel. — (S lines). Station 


Road, Bognor 
Crawley.—WM. WOOD, SON & GARDNER, Estate 
Agents, Surveyors and Valuers. Tel. Crawley |. 
Chores D BEALE & CO., Auctioneers, 
Soke 9 te The Broadway. Tel. 


mag H. BUDD, LTD., Auctioneers, 
Surveyors, Valuers, | Bolton Road. Tel. 1860. 

Eastbourne.—A. C. DRAYCOTT, Chartered Auctioneers 
ong Estate Agents, 12 Gildredge Road. Tel. Eastbourne 
' . 


EFFORD & HOLMES, F.A.l., Chartered 
Auctioneers and Agents, 51 Gildredge Road, 
Tel. Eastbourne 7840. 
AAKDEN & CO., Estate Agents, Auc- 
tioneers and Valuers, 24 Cornfield Road. Est. 1897. 
Tel. 1234/5. 
Eastbourne and (oye By & co. 
Auctioneers, Estate vers, 6 Terminus 
Eastbourne. T eaaas/ais. ‘Sanh at 87 East- 
bourne Road, Lower Willingdon, and 4 Grand Parade, 


te. 
East imstead.—Messrs. P. j|. MAY (P. |. May and 
AL » F.RACS., Ai. M.R.San.1.), 2 London 


Road. 16. 
Grinstead. cTURNER, RUDGE & TURNER 
Su Tel. t Grins: 700/1 
YUNG 282/3, STRUDWICK 


East S$ 
by = F.RILCS., F.Al.; 
Consultant Chartered 
Havelock Road, Hastings, 


and East Sussex.—WEST 

SS: FAL. = HICKMAN, ot las 
tod 50 Havelock oad, Hastings. Tel 

AY SONS, 

and Surveyors, 115 South Road. Set $80. 


ed gy my and Mid-Sussex.—BRADLEY AND 
VAUGHAN, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents. 
pape tg & CHASEMORE, Chartered Surveyors. 
on Sent and Estate Agents. Tel. 


62, Surveyors, Auctioneers 
el. Horsham 3311. And at 


Athen 5 FALP.A., Auctioneer, 
Valuer & ee ey 75 Church Road, 
Tel. Hove 37213 (3 lines 


" when replying to Advertisements 
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large a share as each daughter; if no child of the settlor 
attained a vested interest the fund was to be held in trust for 
the last survivor of the children. At the date of the settlement 
the settlor and his wife were both thirty-eight years old and 
they had three children, a son born on 22nd August, 1918, 
and two daughters born on 17th October, 1919, and 8th March, 
1925, respectively. The son, who died on 4th December, 
1942, by his will and a codicil thereto proved in 1943 directed 
his trustees to hold his residuary estate on trust for such of 
his sisters who should survive him, if more than one in equal 
shares. The trustees of the settlement took out a summons 
to determine whether, on the true construction of the settle- 
ment and in the events which had happened, the trust fund 
was held on trust absolutely and indefeasibly as to one 
moiety for the son’s estate and as to one-quarter for each of 
the two daughters, or in trust for all the children of the 
settlor, including children thereafter to be born, who being 
male attained twenty-one or being female attained that age 
or married, in the stated proportions. 

BUCKLEY, J., said that he had to decide whether the rule in 
Andrews v. Partington (1791), 3 Bro. C.C. 401, applied. The 
rule was in the following terms: ‘‘ Where there is a bequest 
of an aggregate fund to children as a class, and the share of 
each child is made payable on attaining a given age, or 
marriage, the period of distribution is the time when the first 
child becomes entitled to receive his share, and children 
coming into existence after that period are excluded.” It 
was clear from In re Knapp’s Settlement, {1895} 1 Ch. 91, 
that the rule applied equally to a settlement inter vivos. Con- 
struing the language of the settlor, as the distribution he had 
made was one which was capable of being carried into effect 
consistently with the rule, he reached the conclusion that 
there was nothing in the settlement which was so inconsistent 
with the rule as to amount to a clear indication that the 
settlor intended to exclude it. In those circumstances, he 
thought that the rule must take effect upon the settlement, so 
that in the events which had happened the trust fund was held 
absolutely and indefeasibly as to one moiety for the son's 
estate and as to one-quarter for each of the two daughters. 

(APPEARANCES: R. Cozens-Hardy Horne (Charles Russell & 
Co.) ; R. W. Goff, O.C., and E. G. Wright (Taylor & Humbert). 
{1 W.L.R. 136 


Reported by Miss M. G. Tuomas, Barrister-at-Law) 


Queen’s Bench Division 


CUSTOMS AND EXCISE: POOL BETTING DUTY: 
WEEKLY LOTTERIES RUN BY FOOTBALL 
SUPPORTERS’ CLUB 
Customs and Excise Commissioners v. Dodd 


Lloyd-Jacob, J. 12th December, 1960 
Action. 


A football supporters’ association, through a committee, 
issued to its members membership cards, each bearing a 


separate number. Each week from 6th March, 1954, up to 
and including 14th January, 1956, the association, acting 
through the committee, sold, at the price of one shilling, to 
those of its members who might desire them, tickets setting 
out the names of certain football teams expected to play 
matches on a date stated in the ticket, together with the 
distinguishing number arbitrarily selected by the printer for 
that week for each of the teams. The purchase of a ticket 
entitled a member, subject to the rules therein contained, to a 
chance to receive a monetary prize which was sometimes a 
percentage of entry moneys and sometimes a fixed amount, 
or a Share of a prize, in the event of it happening that his code 
number coincided with the combination of numbers allocated 
to the three teams which, in the week in question, happened to 
score goals the number of which in the aggregate constituted 
the highest, second highest or lowest aggregate score made by 
any three teams named on the relevant ticket. Members 
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could, if they chose, and occasionally did, notify in writing a 
change in their code numbers for a particular week. The 
sums paid to the committee as a result of the sale of the tickets 
amounted to £70,457. By the combined effect of s. 6 (1) 
of the Finance (No. 2) Act, 1947, s. 14 of the Finance Act, 
1948, and s. 12 of the Finance Act, 1949, the rate of pool 
betting duty at the relevant time was 30 per cent. The 
Commissioners of Customs and Excise claimed that the sum 
of £21,137 pool betting duty was accordingly payable by the 
committee. 


Lioyp-Jacos, J., said that in the known form of football 
pool betting wherein an entrant indicated his own forecast 
of the outcome of specified matches, it was accurate to state 
that he staked his entry money on the chance of his forecast 
being more accurate than those of other entrants, thus 
backing himself against the field, and the transaction con- 
stituted a bet, notwithstanding the fact that the second party 
to the entrant’s wagering contract was to be regarded as a 
group of other entrants, for whom the promoter acted as 
agent. The results of the specified matches would determine 
the accuracy or otherwise of the forecast which the entrant 
had made, but the event upon the issue of which success or 
failure of the bet fell to be determined was the entrant's 
forecast, and not the match results themselves. In the 
defendants’ scheme each entrant, by reason of the allotted 
code numbers, which identified his entry, was required to 
accept the three corresponding teams arbitrarily selected by the 
printer as his particular entry, upon which his chance of 
securing a prize must depend; that necessarily meant that 
any entrant’s chance of qualifying for a prize was not depen- 
dent upon any option or action of his own, but was wholly at 
the mercy of circumstance. The fact that a member might 
change his numbers did not turn into a betting transaction the 
purchase of a ticket. The system operated therefore did not 
include, as part of each ticket purchased, the making of a bet, 
and, there being no bet within the meaning of s. 4 (5) of the 
Finance Act, 1952, pool betting duty was not attracted. 


APPEARANCES: J]. R. Cumming-Bruce (Solicitor, Customs 
and Excise); R. G. Clover, Q.C., and C. J. Cunliffe (Gibson 
& Weldon, for A. E. M. West & Co., Manchester). 


{Reported by Miss M. G. Tuomas, Barrister at-Law) {1 W.L.R, 144 


ARREST WITHOUT WARRANT : 
OF HIGHWAY 
Gelberg v. Miller 


Lord Parker, C.J., Streatfeild, Slade, Ashworth and 
Elwes, JJ. 16th December, 1960 


Case stated by a Bow Street magistrate. 


OBSTRUCTION 


On 9th December, 1959, the appellant parked his motor car 
outside a restaurant in London while he had a meal. At 
about 2 p.m. the respondent, a police sergeant, and two 
constables were inspecting the car when the appellant came 
out from the restaurant, and they asked him to remove it. 
He refused to do so, saying that he would only be three 
minutes as he had to finish his lunch and pay his bill at the 
restaurant. He was again asked to rernove the car, and on 
refusing was informed that if he did not one of the police 
constables would do so. The appellant then removed the 
rotor arm from the car and returned to the restaurant. After 
about three minutes he came back to the car and began to 
replace the rotor arm. The respondent asked the appellant 
to produce his driving licence and certificate of insurance 
and to give his name and address. The appellant again 
refused to move the car or supply his name and address, and 
the respondent arrested him, taking hold of his left wrist and 
arm. Before doing so the respondent told him he was going 
to arrest him for obstructing the respondent in the exercise 
of his duty by refusing to move the car and refusing his name 
and address. The respondent did not use unreasonable or 
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Phe appellant was 


vehi i@ to 


unnecessary force subsequently charged 
with unlawfully causing a wait in a restricted 
street during prese ribed hours contrary to reg 3 and 15 of 
the London (Waiting and Loading) (Restrictions) Regulations, 
1958, to which he pleaded guilty the 
respondent in the execution of 3 of 
the Prevention of Crimes Amendment which 
he pleaded not guilty The information 
against the alleging magistrate 
convicted the the the 
respondent in the execution of his duty the 
information against the The appellant appealed 
and the hearing was adjourned to a court of five judges. 
At the adjourned hearing the Attorney amicus 
curiae, did not « that a const power of 
arrest without warrant for the offence of obstructing him 
in the execution ot his duty unless a breach of the 
involved but that, on the 
under s. 54 of the 
Lorp PARKER, C.]., said that it was the duty of the police 
so far as possible to prevent any obstruction of the highway 
and to get the car removed, either by the appellant or by 
taking or, if necessary towing it and the actions of 
the appellant directly obsti that duty. The 
appeal against the conviction for obstructing the respondent 
in the exercise of his duty failed Lhe 
in a public highway in the Metropolitan police 
thereby wilfully causing any tion to the thoroughfare 
was an offence under s. 54 of the Metropolitan Police Act, 
1839, in respect of which a power of warrant 
was given. Not every offence ulations 
would amount to an unlawful ol tion of the highway, 
but this was a plain and almost 
a car in Jermyn Street at 2 p.m. in order to hav 
a nearby restaurant spoke for itself and could only br 
obstruction of the highway Accordingly, prima facie, 
was a power to 
words of Lord Simona 
A.C. 573, at p. 592, that the mer ct thi he charge 
ultimately brought was n inder s. 54 of th ct of 1839 
was neither here het Did the 
appellant know or \ ie told the alleged facts which woul 
make him guilt 
informing him t 
his car, was infor 
amounted to 
mattered not that 
refusal to give | 
obstructing him in t é 
appellant knew 
as to what was 
warrant. The 
STREATFEILD 
Appeals dismi 
refused. 


and with obstructing 
his duty contrary to s 
Act, 1885, to 
laid an 

The 
of obstructing 
and dismissed 


appellant 
respondent assault 
appellant on harge 


respondent 


General, as 
ontend able had a 
peace was 
facts, there was a power of arrest 
Metropolitan Police Act, 1839 


iway 


; 


tructing 


were S 
leaving ot a motor car 
district and 
obstruc 
arrest without 
parking 
struc 
lo leave 
lunch at 
wilful 
there 
from the 
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unarguable cast 


irrest was clea 


inder s. 54 It 


respondent, 
efusing to move 
m of a fact which in the circumstances 
truction of the t roughiare, and 

respondent coupled with that the 
y ie allegation of 
f h luty What the 
told was ampk fulfil the obligation 


and 


aqaares 
xercise 
ione at t 
would be 


APPEARANCES ( 
Razzell & ( Maul j 1 y 
Metropolitan P . egtnald |) wha Buller, 
A.-G.,, and ] R. Cu ing- 4 / sur ; ) 


[1 W.L.R, 153 
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Restrictive Practices Court 
MOTOR VEHICLE DISTRIBUTION SCHEME 
In re Motor Vehicle Distribution Scheme Agreement 
Diplo k, J., Mr. W. Walla si] xifrey Mit 


1] 
nell 


Referen ‘ 
Prior to the 
1956, the mot 


Frida, 


maintenance, by which manufacturers of vehicles fixed the 
resale prices of their products. These fixed prices 
maintained and enforced by the insertion of appropriate 
provisions in the contracts (franchises) between manufacturers 
and their appointed distributors or dealers, known as 
franchised distributors or dealers, by the rules of the British 
Motor Trade Association, by the stop list procedure it invoked, 
and by the rules of a former distribution scheme. When the 
Act of 1956 was before Parliament as a Bill, the manufac 
turers and substantially all the concessionaires of 
vehicles appointed a sub-committee from among themselves 
to frame a scheme which would implement the pre 
as far as possible. With one exception, minutes of the meetings 
of the sub-committee and other documents relating thereto 
were not disclosed on discovery. It was in issue on the 
pleadings whether the purpose of the agreement was to enforce 
resale price maintenance of the signatories’ vehicles. The 
distribution scheme required the signatories to prescribe the 
retail prices of their products, regulated discounts to non 
franchised dealers, repairers who introduced the sale of new 
cars and fleet users (firms who operated their own vehicles) 
The discount to fleet users was based on the number of 
vehicles they operated and was unrelated to the size of an 
order for new vehicles. The scheme prevented manufac- 
turers from appointing persons as their franchised dealers 
unless they complied with the standards laid down by the 
scheme as to premises, staff and equipment, and from for- 
bidding their franchised dealers to sell the vehicles of any 
signatory. 


were 


motor 


1wmoUs SYSTeM 


Diptock, ]., reading the reserved judgment of the court, 
said that it was a regrettable and, fortunately, unprecedented 
feature of the present reference that those responsible for the 
preparation and presentation of the signatories’ case had from 
the outset endeavoured to avoid disclosing to the court the 
circumstances in which the agreement was made. It was only 
after the eighth day of the hearing, when as a result of cross 
examination it became clear that minutes of the sub-committee 
responsible for the scheme and other related 
that they were ultimately and gradually in thre 
reluctant instalments disclosed. A tentative claim to priv 
was abandoned, but it had been argued that these documents 
were irrelevant. The court was straining th 
charity when it said that it could not follow that 
All documents which related to the circumstance: 
were relevant even in the ordinary cas 
when there was no issue as to the trueintention of theag 
Chey were especially relevant in the present case where the 
true intention of the signatories had been mad« t 
pleadings. After anxious consideration of 
and of the contemporaneous documents, the court was satisfie 
that at it was an essential requirement of the 
scheme natory should maintain fixed 
and that only those who did so should 
Further, the restriction requi 
prescribe the retail 
obliged them to fix resale prices for t 
Che case for the signatories was that the scheme 
existence of a nation-wide network of efficient 
and dealers from any one of whom the public could purchase 

vehicle of their choice and obtain a proper after-sal 
» in respect of it. It was assumed that in the 
scheme each | manufacturer would 
dealers from selling his competitors 
evidence, that was not a valid assumption. But if 
manufacturer 
illy well-spaced distributive network and 
sher standards for his dealers than those 
the public would not be deprived of a1 
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o be . inated. The discount to 
irs was justified as pr 
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REGISTER OF 


Auctioneers, Valuers. Surveyors. Land and Estate Agents 








SUSSEX (continued) 


Hove.—PARSONS SON & BASLEY (W. * De Silva, 
F.R.1.C.S., F.AL), 173 Church Road, Hove. ‘el. 34564. 
Hove and District.—WHITLOCK & NEADS, Incor- 
porated Auctioneers, Estate Agents, Surveyors and 

Valuers, 65 Sackville Road. Tel. Hove 31822. 

Hove, Portslade, we ogg = Ge & CO., 
I! Seation Road, Portslade. Tel. Hove 48440. 

Lancing.—A. C. DRAYCOTT, Chartered Auctioneers and 
Estate Agents, 8-14 South Street, Lancing, Sussex. 
Tel. Lancing 2828. 

Lewes and Mid-Sussex.—CLiFFORD DANN, 8B.Sc., 
F.R.LLC.S., F.AL., Fitzroy et) Lewes. Tel. 750. And 
at Ditchling and Hurs rstpierpoi: 

Seaford.—W. G. F. SWAYNE, AL, Chartered Auc- 
tioner and Estate nt, Surveyor and Valuer, 
3 Clinton Place. Tel. 2144. 

Storrington, Pulborough and Billinghurst.—WHITE- 
HEAD & WHITEHEAD amal. with D. Ross & Son, The 
Square, Storrington (Tel. 40), Swan Corner, Pulborough 
(Tel. 232/3), High Street, Billinghurst (Tel. 391). 

Sussex and Adjoining Counties.—jARVIS & CO., 
Haywards Heath. Tel. 700 (3 lines). 

West Worthin LOVER & 
CARTER, F.A.LP.A., 110 George V Avenue, West 
Worthing. Tel. 8686/7. And at 6 Montague Place, 
Worthing. Tel. 6264/5. 

Worthing.—A. C. DRAYCOTT, Chartered Auctioneers 
and Estate ts, 8-14 South Street, Lancing, Sussex. 
Tel. Lancing 

Worthing. —EYDMANN, STREET & BRIDGE (Est. 1864), 
14 Chapel Road. Tel. 4060. 

Worthing.—HAWKER & CO., Chartered Pape 
Chapel Road, Worthing. Tel. Worthing 1136 and 1137. 

Woes .—PATCHING & CO., Est. over a century. 

5000. 5 5 Chapel Road 

Worthing. —jJOHN D. SYMONDS & CO., Chartered 
Surveyors, Revenue Buildings, Chapel Road. Tel. 
Worthing 623/4. 


WARWICKSHIRE 


a VC tag 7 and District.—SHAW, GILBERT & CO., 
. “Newton bers,” ft earns Street, 
Siresinghens 2. Midland 4784 (4 li 
Coventry.—GEORGE LOVEITT & "SONS (Est. 
Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate Agents, 29 
Row. Tel. 3081/2/2/4. 


1843), 
Warwick 


WARWICKSHIRE (continued) 
—CHAS. B. ODELL & CO. (Esc. 
Auctioneers, Surveyors, Valuers and Estate 
53 Hercford Street. Tel. 22037 (4 lines). 
Leamington —.-— = DistriceTRUSLOVE & HARRIS, 
uctioneers, aluers, Surveyors. Head Office: 
fy tieead Wernick. Street, Leamington Spa. Tel. 186! 
Rugby District. —WIGGINS 
+ af etc., 14 eee Se 


TRILL S$ 
6 High Screet. Tel. SUT 448! (5 lines). 


WESTMORLAND 
Kendal.— MICHAEL C. L. HODGSON, Auctionéers and 
Valuers, 10a Hi nent. Tel. 1375. 
Winder ROCTER & BIRKBECK (Est. 1841), 
Auctioneers, Lake Road. Tel. 688. 


WILTSHIRE 


and Govvemating Gougtice. 
MES & CO.., incorporati HATT 
(Est. 1903), eee oa 
% ial Probate Department. New sand 
Street, Bath. Tel. 


arlborough Ares (Wilts, Gerks and Hanes Borders). 
"yon GERMAN & SON (Esc. 
u 


1840), Land 
rveyors, Auctioneers and V; 
Ramsbury, Nr. Marlborough. Tel. Ramsbury 361/2, 
And at Ashby-de-la-Zouch, Burton-on-Trent and Derby. 


WORCESTERSHIRE 
Kidderminster.—CATTELL & YOUNG, 31 Worcester 
Street. Tel. 3075 and 3077. And also at Droitwich Spa 
and Tenbury Wells. 
Kiddermi yx Droitwich, Worcester.—G. HERBERT 
BANKS, 28 Worcester Street, Kidderminster. Tels. 
21/2 "and 4210. The Estate Office, prsrase. 


Worcester—SENTLEY, HOBBS 
ctioneers, etc., 
Tel. 5194/5. 


1901.) 
Agents, 


& R . 
Ay 2548). 
& CO., 4 and 


and 
COWARD, 
.. BILLING 


YORKSHIRE 
Bradford.—NORMAN R. GEE & HEATON, 72/74 
Market Street, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents. 
Tel. 27202 (2 lines). And at Keighley. 


YORKSHIRE (continued) 


Bradford.—DAVID WATERHOUSE & NEPHEWS, F.A.., 
Britannia House, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate 
Agents. Est. 1644. Tel. 22622 (3 lines). 

Hull.—EXLEY & SON, F.A.L.P.A. (Incorporating Officer 
and Field), Valuers, Estate Agents, 70 George Street. 
Tel. 3399/2. 

ee SON & he <> Chartered Surveyor, 

Wormald Row, Leeds, 2. 3-017! 


3 Tel. /2. 
Scarboreush EDWARD HARLAND & SONS, 
. Scarborough. Tel. 834. 
ShetnelancENRY” SPENCER & SONS, Auctioneers, 
4 Paradise Screet, Sheffield. Tel. 25206. And at 20 The 
Square, Retford, Notts. Tel. 531/2. And 9! Bridge 
Screet, Worksop. Tel. 2654. 


SOUTH WALES 


Cardiff.—DONALD ANSTEE & CO., Chartered eave 
o~ Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 9! Sc. Mary Screet, 


30429. 
conaites, HERN & CRABTREE, Auctioneers and 
Valuers. Established over a century. 93 Sct. Mary 

Street. Tel. 

Cardiff.—j. T. SAUNDERS & SON, Chartered Auction- 
eers & Estate Agents. Est. 1895. 16 Dumfries Place, 
—— Tel. 20234/5, and Windsor Chambers, Penarth. 

Cardif.—jNO. OLIVER WATKINS & 
Chartered Auctioneers, Chartered 
it Oumfries Place. Tel. 33469/90. 

Swansea.—t. Bn oe HUSBANDS, F.A.L., 


Road. Tel. 

TLEY SAMUEL, LEEDER & 
) ae 1863), Chartered Surveyors, Estate 
Auctioneers, 49 Mansel Street, Swansea. 
(4 lines). 


FRANCIS, 
Surveyors, 


139 Walter 


SON 
ents and 
el. 5589! 


NORTH WALES 


Denbighshire and Flintshire.—HARPER WEBB & CO., 
incorporating W. H. Nightingale & Son), Chartered 
irveyors, 35 White Friars, Chester. Tel. 20685. 

rexham, North ales and Border Counties.— 
A. KENT JONES & CO., #.A1., Chartered Auctioneers 
and Estate Agents, Surveyors and Valuers. The Estate 
Offices, 43 Regent Street, Wrexham. Tel. 3483/4. 











y THE TOLL OF THE SEA 


Last year this Society 


Cared for 445 Survivors from 50 vessels 

Gave IMMEDIATE RELIEF to no less than 
154 dependants of men lost at sea 
during the year. 

Assisted over 3,500 aged seamen, fishermen 
and their families. 


| Relief Expenditure for the year £45,000. 
Please help this National work. 
Legacies are particularly welcome 


| SHIPWRECKED Fishermen ana 
MARINERS’ Royal Benevolent 
SOCIETY 
(D9) 16 Wilfred St., WESTMINSTER, LONDON, $.W.1 
Patron: H.M. THE QUEEN 











In a thousand ways and 
places TOC H gives the 
personal human touch 
of cheerful friendship 
lacking in many lives 
Please help 
this voluntary work to spread 
TOC H, 15 TRINITY SQUARE, LONDON, E.C.3 


FOUNDED BY Rev. P. 8. (‘ TUBBY’) CLAYTON, C.H., M.C. 








BOROUGH OF SWINDON 
6% FOR LOANS OF 
© £10,900 AND OVER 


TRUSTEE SECURITIES 3-15 YEARS 
REPAYMENT ON DEATH IF REQUIRED 


Derails: Borough Treasurer, 
Dept. 29, Civic Offices, Swinden, Wilts. 


FINE JEWELS AND DIAMONDS 


Purchased at Highest Prices 
Veduations for Probate and Insurance 


BENTLEY & CO. 


65 New Bond Street, London, W.i (Mayfair 0651) 


COINS AND MEDALS 
COLLECTIONS OR SINGLE SPECIMENS 
BOUGHT AND SOLD 
VALUATIONS MADE 


A. H. BALDWIN & SONS, LTD. 


Robert St., Adelphi, W.C.2 TRAfalgar 2455 





























)—KING’S—-_\ 
DETECTIVES 


fidential Investigations in Civil, Criminal, Com- 
wad ob Boom Personal Cases. Observations. Cases 
of Larceny, Fraud and Embezzlement investigated. 
Financial and other Commercial Enquiries under- 


CHANCERY HOUSE, CHANCERY LANE, 
LONDON, W.C.2 











Telegrams : KINGTEX, WESTCENT, -4.54 


) HOLborn 0343-4-5 





REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 


LTD. (Est. 1823) 


EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
SOCIETY LTD. (Est. 1835) 
The two Societies under the same 
management at 
19 COLEMAN STREET, LONDON, E.C.2 


Total Funds invested in the purchase of 
Reversions and Life Interests or in 
Loans upon them: £2,000,000 
The Law Costs for Loans are regulated by Scale 











THE STAR & GARTER HOME 
For Disabled Sailors, Soldiers and Airmen 
PATRON - HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN 
About £40,000 is needed at the 
a of each year to micet the 

erence between known expenditure 
and dependable income. 
THE HOME, WHICH IS AN INDEPENDENT 
CHARITY, RELIES ON FURTHER LEGACIES 
TO FILL THIS GAP. 


a ens $53 = 
Star and Garter Home, Richmond, Surrey 
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PUBLIC NOTICES 


NEW SCOTLAND YARD 


ASSISTANT PROSECUTING 
permanent staff of Solicitor’s Department 
Age 24-40. Salary on appointment £950 
to £1,135 according to age. On confirmation 
£1,300 at age 30, rising to £1,850. Non- 
contributory pension. Candidates who have 

their final examination but have not 
yet been admitted will be considered. Particu- 
lars from Secretary, Room 165 (LA), New 
Scotland Yard, S.W.1 


MANCHESTER CORPORATION 
TOWN CLERK’S DEPARTMENT 
Applications are invited from solicitors, 
preferably with some local government experi- 
ence, but this is not essential, for the post of 
Assistant Souiciror. Salary Grade A.P.T. IV 
(£1,140/£1,310 per annum). Particulars of age, 
education, experience and the names of two 
referees should be sent to the Town Clerk, 
Town Hall, Manchester, 2, by 8th February, 
1961. 


SOLICITORS on 


‘BOROUGH OF FINCHLEY 
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR 


Applications are invited for the above 
position at a salary within A.P.T. Grade 
either III or IV according to age and experi- 
ence, plus London Weighting. The provisions 
of the Local Government Superannuation 
Acts will apply and medical examination will 
be required. 

Candidates should have experience of con 
veyancing and be willing to undertake 
advocacy. Municipal experience will be an 
advantage though not essential. 

Applications stating age, present appoint- 
ment, full details of experience and giving 
names of two referees must reach the under 
signed not later than 6th February, 1961. 


R. M. FRANKLIN, 
Town Clerk 
Municipal Offices, 
Finchley, N.3. 


MANCHESTER CORPORATION 
TOWN CLERK’S DEPARTMENT 

Applications are invited for the post of 
Assistant Solicitor. Salary according to 
J.N.C. Scale “ D” (£1,710/£1,975 per annum). 
Candidates, who should have wide experience 
in local government law, should send particulars 
of age, education, and present and past 
appointments, and the names of two referees 
to the Town Clerk, Town Hall, Manchester, 2, 
not later than 13th February, 1961. Canvassing 
is prohibited. 

CITY AND COUNTY OF BRISTOL 

CONVEYANCING CLERK 

Applications are invited for the position of 
Conveyancing Clerk on Grade A.P.T. III 
(£935, £960—{1,140). Five day week; 
Superannuation Scheme; assistance with 
removal expenses. Candidates should have a 
sound knowledge of all aspects of conveyancing. 

Applications giving full particulars of age, 
experience, qualifications, present position 
and salary with the names of two referees to 
the Town Clerk, The Council House, Bristol, 1, 
by 13th February. 





COUNTY BOROUGH OF WEST HAM 


Applications are invited for the following 
posts : 


SENIOR ASSISTANT SOLICITOR 


Salary Scale “E” (£1,860-—{2,120 
annum). 

Solicitor experienced in local government 
work required. Duties include control of 
Legal Section of my Department. 

ASSISTANT SOLICITOR 

Salary within A.P.T. Grade V (£1,355- 
£1,525 per annum). 

Applications will be accepted both from 
Solicitors experienced in Advocacy, Litiga- 
tion and Conveyancing and Solicitors 
recently qualified. Previous local govern- 
ment experience not essential, but applicants 
must be willing to undertake Advocacy. 


Terms and conditions of appointments with 
application forms available on _ request. 
Applications for both appointments must be 
received by first post 6th February, 1961. 

G. E. SMITH, 
Town Clerk. 


per 


West Ham Town Hall, 
Stratford, E.15. 


KENT COUNTY COUNCIL 


requires an ASSISTANT SOLICITOR for prosecu- 
tions, advocacy and general legal work. The 
salary grade will be fixed having regard to the 
age, experience and qualifications of the 
successful applicant, but will not exceed 
Grade A.P.T. V (£1,310-£1,480). 

Applications, stating age, date of admission, 
particulars of present and any previous 
appointments and general experience and 
giving the names of two referees, to reach the 
Clerk of the Council, County Hall, Maidstone, 
not later than the 3rd February, 1961. 


CITY OF LIVERPOOL 


Applications are invited for the appointment 
of Assistant (Conveyancing), Town Clerk’s 
Department. Salary (645-960 per annum 
(A.P.T. I/II). The person appointed will be 
working under supervision but should have a 
knowledge of conveyancing. 

Application form (returnable by 
13th February, 1961), and further particulars 
from the undersigned. 

THomas ALKER, 
Town Clerk. 
Municipal Buildings, 
Liverpool, 2 (J.6624). 


APPOINTMENTS VACANT 


\ EST END Solicitors require Senior Con- 

veyancing Manager with experience of 
trust and probate matters and also Convey- 
ancer with at least five years’ experience. 
Good salaries and Pension Scheme.— Box 7361, 
Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


QOLICITOR to work under supervision of a 
\O Partner required as Assistant by Lincoln’s 


Inn firm for Trust Department. 
work with minimum of routine. Two or more 
years’ admission. Salary up to /1,200 per 
annum and Luncheon Vouchers.—Box 7362, 
Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


Interesting 





TEWLY admitted Solicitor required in old- 
established country practice in country 
market Town on Welsh Borders for about six 
months. Good salary and experience.—Box 
7340, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


ONVEYANCING and Probate Assistant 

/ (admitted or unadmitted) required. Please 
state experience. Salary up to {1,200 per 
annum for the right person.—Charles & Co., 
54a Woodgrange Road, Forest Gate, London, 
E.7. MARyland 6167. 


M! D SUSSEX Solicitors require able Assistant 
444 Solicitor with all round general experience 
and initiative. Four-figure salary and excellent 
opportunity for right man.—Write full par- 
ticulars, Box 7345, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez 
House, Breams. Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


wt Midlands Cathedral City Assistant 
Solicitor required by firm with expanding 
practice. Attractive Salary and prospects. 
Some advocacy but a variety of work for a 
young Solicitor looking for experience and 
advancement.—Box 7342, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E.C.4. 





SOLICITOR ASSISTANT 
CHIEF SOLICITOR’S 
DEPARTMENT 
BRITISH TRANSPORT 
COMMISSION 


Applicants (preferably under 35 
years of age) should have considerable 
experience of all types of Conveyancing 
business and good general experience 

Commencing salary £1,000 rising to 
£1,700 p.a. 

Apply stating age, qualifications, 
present position and salary to Chief 
Solicitor, (Dept. SJ), British Transport 
Commission, Melbury House, Melbury 
Terrace, London, N.W.1. 











ONVEYANCING Managing Clerk required 

at West London Head Office of Building 
Contractors for property investment and 
development work. Applicant should have 
sound knowledge and experience of general 
conveyancing work and should be capable of 
working with minimum supervision. Good 
prospects for suitable applicants: Pension 
Fund: Staff Restaurant.—Write stating age, 
experience and salary required to Box 7306, 
Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


{) XPERIENCED Conveyancing Assistant, ad- 
4 mitted or unadmitted, required by large 
Lincoln's Inn Firm. Maximum salary £1,700 
per annum and Luncheon Vouchers. Three 
weeks’ holiday.— Box 7363, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E.C.4 
we! END Solicitors require male assistant 
for busy Cashiers Department. Good 
salary and working conditions, L.V.’s, five-day 
week. Write full details.— Box 7380, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 
continued on p. xxv 
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development and efficiency of the repair trade, but the court 
was not satisfied that it had that effect. The discounts to 
fleet users were justified as preventing fleet users utilising ill- 
repaired or unsuitable vehicles, or alternatively as being 
lower than those that would prevail under competition. 
There was no evidence to support either contention. Accord- 
ingly, the court would declare that the restrictions contained 
in the scheme were contrary to the public interest and, there- 


IN WESTMINSTER 


STATUTORY INSTRUMENTS 


Control of Hiring (Amendment) 1961. 
No. 54.) 5d. See p. 68, ante. 

Dee and Clwyd River Board (Fisheries) Order, 1960. 
No. 33.) 5d. 

Edinburgh Corporation (Edgelaw) Water Order, 
1960 No. 2496 (S. 136).) 6d. 

Hire-Purchase and Credit Sale Agreements 
(Amendment) Order, 1961. (S.I. 1961 No. 
p. 63, ante. 

Importation of Raw Vegetables Order, 
No. 20.) 5d. 

National Health Service (Functions of Regional Hospital 
Boards, etc.) Regulations, 1961. (S.I. 1961 No. 34.) 4d. 
National Insurance (Modification of Local Government 
Superannuation Schemes) Regulations, 1961. (S.I. 1961 

No. 21.) 5d. 

Public Health (Aircraft) 
(S.I. 1961 No. 12.) 5d. 

Public Health (Ships) (Amendment) Regulations, 
1961 No. 13.) 5d. 

Stopping up of Highways Orders, 1960:— 
County Borough of Birkenhead (No. 1). (S.I. 1960 No. 2488.) 

5d 
County Borough of Blackpool (No. 2). 
5d. 
County of Derby (No. 23). 
County of Derby (No. 24). 
County of Devon (No. 7). 
County of Gloucester (No. 19). 
County of Lancaster (No. 25). 
County of Lancaster (No. 30). (S.I. 1960 No. 2490.) 5d. 
County of Lancaster (No. 32). (S.1. 1960 No. 2494.) 5d. 
City and County Borough of Liverpool (No. 20). (S.1. 
No. 2477.) 5d. 
City and County Borough of Liverpool (No. 
No. 2478.) 5d. 
London (No. 78). (S.1. 1960 No. 2483.) 5d. 
County of Norfolk (No. 3). (S.1. 1960 No. 2486.) 5d. 
County of Northumberland (No. 10). (S.1. 1960 No. 


5d. 


Order, (S.I. 1961 


(S.I. 1961 


1960. (S.1. 
(Control) 
53.) 4d. See 
1961. 


(S.1. 1961 


(Amendment) Regulations, 1961. 


1961. (S.I. 


(S.I. 1960 No. 2482.) 
(S.I. 1960 No. 2484.) 5d. 

(S.I. 1960 No. 2485.) 5d. 
(S.I. 1960 No. 2492.) 5d. 

(S.I. 1960 No. 2489.) 5d. 
(S.1. 1960 No. 2493.) 5d. 


1960 


21). (S.I. 1960 


2480.) 


POINTS IN 


Questions, which can only be accepted 
to the “ Points in Practice” 

They should be brief, typewritten in = and 

stamped addressed envelope. Resp ibility 


‘om practisi: 
accompanied 





solicitors who are subscribers either directl 
ment, The Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 


be accepted for the return of d 
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fore, void. In view of the obstructive tactics and unreasonable 
conduct of the signatories in relation to the discovery of 
documents, they would be ordered to pay 3,000 guineas to 
the registrar towards his costs. 


APPEARANCES: Guy Aldous, Q.C., Christopher Mayson, 
and William Aldous (Osmond Bard & Westbrook); T. G. 
Roche, Q.C., and Arthur Bagnall (Treasury Solicitor). 


{Reported by Norman Paimost, Esq., Barrister-at-Law) {1 W.L.R. 92 


AND WHITEHALL 


County of Oxford (No. 8). (S.1. 1960 No. 2481.) 5d. 
County of Somerset (No. 15). (S.I. 1960 No. 2491.) 5d. 
County of Surrey (No. 15). (S.I. 1960 No. 2487.) 5d. 
County of Wilts (No. 17). (S.I. 1960 No. 2495.) 5d. 
Stopping up of Highways Orders, 1961 :— 
County of Berks (No. 1). (S.I. 1961 No. 23.) 5d 
County of Dorset (No.1). (S.1. 1961 No, 24.) 5d. 
County of Hampshire (No. 1). (S.1. 1961 No. 17.) 5d. 
County of Hertford (No.1). (S.I1. 1961 No. 18.) 5d. 
City and County of the City of Lincoln (No. 1). (S.I. 
No. 25.) 5d. 
County of Lincoln, 
No. 16.) 5d. 
County of Middlesex (No.1). (S.I. 1961 No. 26.) 5d. 
County of Monmouth (No.1). (S.1. 1961 No. 27.) 5d. 
City and County Borough of Portsmouth (No. 1). (S.1. 
No. 15.) 5d. 
County of Somerset (No. 7). (S.I. 1961 No. 14.) 5d. 
County Borough of Southampton (No.1). (S.I. 1961 No. 29.) 
5d. 
County of Sussex, West (No. 1). (S.1. 1961 No. 28.) 5d. 
Teachers Superannuation (Somaliland) (Revocation) Scheme, 
1961. (S.1. 1961 No. 42.) 4d. 


Wages Regulation (Fur) Order, 
ls. 2d. 


1961 


Parts of Lindsey (No. 1). (S.I. 1961 


1961 


1961. (S.I. 1961 No. 22.) 


SELECTED APPOINTED DAYS 

January 

16th Tithe (Copies of Instruments of Apportionment) Rules, 
1960. (S.I. 1960 No. 2440.) 

Wages Regulation (Dressmaking and Women’s Light 
Clothing) (England and Wales) Order, 1961. (5.1. 
1961 No. 1.) 

Building Societies (Forms and Fees) Regulations, 1961. 
(S.I. 1961 No. 36.) 

Wages Regulation (Aerated Waters) (England and 
Wales) Order, 1961. (S.I. 1961 No. 6.) 

Wages Regulation (Fur) Order, 1961. 
No. 22.) 


20th 


23rd 


(S.I. 1961 


PRACTICE 


or th h a newsagent, should be addressed 


etter Lane, London, 


dy the name ond address of the sender on s eeparate sheet, together with a 





| and no undertaking can be given to reply 


by any particular date or at all 


Income Tax—RETURN OF INCOME—TAXPAYER’S JUDGMENT 
AND BELIEF AS TO WuatT 1s INCOME 


QO. A client has entered into a transaction as a result of which 
a sum of money has been paid to him. He contends that this 
sum of money is not income, and as such there is no income tax 
charged upon it. He also contends that under such circum- 
stances he is not obliged to inform the Inland Revenue of this 
transaction nor to include it in his income tax return. He also 
contends that, even if it should happen that after litigation with 
the Inland Revenue he was found in law to be liable to pay tax, 
he would still not have committed an offence under the Income 
Tax Acts by not including it in his income tax returns, nor 


mentioning it to the Inland Revenue. The declaration on the 
income tax return reads as follows: ‘I declare that in the 
above statement I have given a full and true return of the whole 
of the untaxed income in respect of which income tax is chargeable 
(upon the taxpayer) under Sched. D for the year ending 
5th April, 19 , estimated to the best of my judgment and 
belief according to the provisions of the Income Tax Acts.” 
It would appear that the wording of this declaration is susceptible 
of more than one meaning. According to the best of our client’s 
judgment and belief there is no income in respect of which tax is 
chargeable according to the provisions of the Income Tax Acts. 
He contends, therefore, that even if a court were to hold him 
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wrong in his judgment and belief, he would still not have com- 
mitted an income tax offence. Will you please advise whether 
he is correct and, if he is not, what he should do in these 
circumstances. 


A. We think your client is perfectly correct 
obligation is to return such receipts as are ‘ income”’ within 
the meaning of the Income Tax Acts. Ifa taxpayer is competent 
himself to form a judgment as to what is or is not income, and 
if his judgment is that a particular sum is not income, he is 
under no obligation whatever to return it—indeed, to include 
it would make the return inaccurate as a statement of his income 
to the best of his knowledge and belief. If the taxpayer is not 
himself competent to form a judgment upon the sometimes 
difficult question of what is or is not “‘income’”’ within the 
meaning of the Income Tax Acts he will no doubt seek advice 
from those qualified to form such a judgment and will then act 
on it. 


The only 


Estate Duty——Bonvus SHarEes RENOUNCED IN FAvouR OF WIFE 


Q. A died in December, 1960, having been a holder of ordinary 
shares in a private limited company which, within five years 
of his death, issued bonus shares. The deceased renounced the 
bonus shares in favour of his wife, to whom they were allotted. 
Do these bonus shares form a gift inter vivos which attracts 
estate duty ? 


A. The deceased was by reason of the appropriate resolutions 
of the company entitled to have allotted to him the bonus shares. 
He directed that they should be allotted instead to his wife. 
We think that such a direction is undoubtedly a disposition as 
defined by the Finance Act, 1940, s. 59, and accordingly the 
disposition is, by the Finance Act, 1940, s. 44, as amended by 
the Finance Act, 1950, s. 46, to be treated for estate duty purposes 
as a gift. Furthermore, we think that there can be no doubt 


NOTES 


TRAVELLING SCHOLARSHIP TO U.S.A. 


The Law Society’s Final Examination is among the professional 
qualifications for the Commercial Apprenticeship Award of the 
British Junior Chambers of Commerce, a travelling scholarship 
covering six months in the United States of America. The 
award is open to “‘ commercial apprentices ’’ who have completed 
their contracts by 3lst August, 1961, and who are not over 
twenty-four years old at that date, and the closing date is 
ist March, 1961. 


Personal Note 


Mr. Eric RicHarp CotwiIL., Clerk of the Peace at Newbury 
for the past thirteen years, is giving up the appointment at the 
end of January. The Newbury town council have placed on 
record their appreciation of his services 


Wills and Bequests 


Sir Wi1LL1AM VALENTINE BALL, Master of the Supreme Court, 
King’s Bench Division, 1921-43, and Senior Master and King’s 
Remembrancer, 1943-7, left £29,318 net. He left £100 to the 
Royal Masonic Hospital. 


Mr. Witi1am CHARLES Camm, solicitor, of Dudley, Worcester- 
shire, a lecturer in law at Birmingham University, left {27,864 net. 
He left £3,000 to the University of Birmingham for purposes 
connected with the promotion of the study of the Common Law 
of England ; such of his law books and volumes of essays, auto- 
biographies, or reminiscences of lawyers as the Dean of the 
Faculty of Law of the university thinks desirable for use in the 
library of the faculty of law ; his portrait by Randolph Schwabe to 
Birmingham University; books not otherwise bequeathed in 
his library and {250 for the purchase of books of historical or 
literary worth to Dudley Corporation; his freehold land at 
Barmouth, Merioneth, to the National Trust, “ to be kept per- 
manently as an open space to which the public can have access,’ 


AND 
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that the property taken under that gift was the bonus shares. 
As to this, see Pye-Smith v. Inland Revenue Commissioners [1958] 
1 W.L.R. 905. 


Covenants as to Upkeep of Road 

Q. We act for a builder who is developing a small building 
estate. The road on the estate will be a cul-de-sac and it is 
intended that this road will be sewered and made up by the 
builder. It is unlikely that the road will be adopted by the local 
authority and it is therefore intended that an agreement be 
entered into by the ten plot-owners as to the maintenance and 
upkeep of the road and sewers. We shall be obliged if you can 
refer us to a suitable precedent. 

A. It would seem desirable, if the covenants are to be mutually 
enforceable by and against subsequent purchasers, that they 
should be contained in a building scheme and written into each 
of the conveyances to the ten plot-owners: see, e.g., clauses in 
Prideaux’s Precedents, 25th ed., vol. 1, at p. 712. It does not 
seem that a deed entered into subsequent to the conveyances 
would be so enforceable, as the circumstances of Halsall v. 
Brizell [1957] Ch. 169, were special and would not seem to 
apply here. 


Compensation for Reduced Trade during Sewer 
Construction 

Q. Will you please state the authority under which a shop- 
keeper may claim compensation from a local authority carrying 
out the construction of a sewer in the street outside his shop 
resulting in serious reduction in trade whilst the entrance was 
obstructed. The street concerned is an adopted highway. 

A. If no negligence is involved the only remedy open to the 
shopkeeper is to claim compensation under s. 278 of the Public 
Health Act, 1936: see Lingké v. Christchurch Corporation [1912 
3 K.B. 595. 


NEWS 


and {£200 to the trust; £500 to the R.N.L.I., requesting that 
special regard should be had to the requirements of the lifeboat 
service at Barmouth ; £200 to Miss Smallwood’s Society, Malvern ; 
and, after other charitable and personal bequests, the residue 
equally between Dr. Barnardo’s Homes, the National Institution 
for the Blind, National Library for the Blind, Nuffield Talking 
Books Library for the Blind and South Staffordshire Council of 
Social Service. 
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APPOINTMENTS VACANT—continued 
Bast MIDLANDS.—Vacancy arises for a 

partner in a substantial and old-established 
practice in market town. Conveyancing, 
trusts, probate, litigation, etc. Share pro- 
ducing approx. {3,500 p.a. Short probationary 
period for right man. Purchase price dis- 
charged by instalments. Please write with 
full particulars of age, qualifications, and 
experience.—Box 127, Reyneli’s, 44 Chancery 
Lane, W.C.2. 


gent. ANT ‘Solicitor required. “Salary by 
uwrangement. Apply Maughan & Hall, 
Lloyds Bank Chambers, Collingwood Street, 
Newcastle upon | Tyne, 1. 


DMITTED or unadmitted Probate Assistant 
43 (male or female) required by Lincoln's Inn 
firm. Must be under 45 and able to work with 
little supervision. Salary up to £1,250 per 
annum.—Box 7364, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez 
House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E.C.4. 


S' YLICITOR| required. by Lincoln’s Inn firm 
as Assistant to Partner to undertake Estate 
Duty, Income Tax and Life Assurance work. 
A stimulating and satisfying job in pleasant 
conditions with good remuneration. Box 7365, 
Solicitors’ Journal, — a Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C 
L' CUM required 16th- 24th February 
inclusive. Busy one man conveyancing 
practice, W.1 area. Phone Hunter 1039. 


y= NG Assistant Solicitor 

4 West Midlands, Market Town, Worcester- 
shire. Mainly Common Law. _ Extensive 
practice and excellent prospects for suitable 
applicant. Write stating age and experience.— 
Box 7366, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E. CA. 


\XPERIENCED Common 

required for West Midlands, Worcester- 
shire. Good salary and prospects and possibly 
suitable living accommodation. Write stating 
age and experience.—Box 7367, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


required for 


Law Clerk 





‘byl EY ANCING Managing Clerk required 
/ by young Bristol Solicitor with expanding 
practice. Good conditions and pension scheme. 
Salary dependent on age and experience, but 
not less than {800 per annum, plus bonus.— 
Box 7368, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


NONVEYANCING Clerk required for S.W. 

London Branch Office of large firm. Good 
prospects for man willing to increase his 
knowledge and experience. Commencing 
Salary up to {£900.—Box 7369, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, 
Fetter Lane, E.C. 4. 





IRMINGHAM. —Solicitors require compe- 


tent Solicitor to manage Litigation 
Department. Excellent opportunity and high 
remuneration for energetic advocate. Partner- 
ship considered if desired.— Box 7370, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter 
Lane, E.C.4. 





OLTON. —Solicitors have vacancies for 

(1) Experienced male or female Con- 
veyancing Probate Managing Clerk ; 
(2) Solicitor for general duties including 
occasional advocacy. Partnership prospects. 
Both positions will carry attractive salary. 
Contributory pension scheme available. Write 
with full particulars.—Box 7371, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 





continued from p. xxiv 


_ Managing Clerk (admitted or 
unadmitted) required by established West 
End firm to relieve pressure on fast expanding 
department. Excellent opportunity for 
capable and ambitous man with sufficient 
experience to cope with intricate and heavy 
litigation. Write in confidence with full 
details and commencing salary required.— 
Box 7339, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 





ON DON. —An Assistant Solicitor age under 

35 required in the Legal Department of a 
progressive Life Office to deal mainly with 
conveyancing and company matters. Com- 
mencing salary up to £1,500 dependent on age 
and experience. Widow's Pension and Non- 
contributory Retirement Pension Schemes in 
operation. Excellent early prospects for the 
right applicant.—Box 7379, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E.C.4. 


EST CUMBERLAND.—Solicitor requires 

young qualified Assistant, for busy 
Conveyancing and Probate Office, to work with 
little or no supervision. Some advocacy 
experience an advantage. Prospects of future 
partnership. Please state, age, experience and 
salary required.— Box 7381, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E. C. 4. 


ITIGATION “Managing Clerk required in 

E.C.4. Office, capable of working with 
slight supervision. Sal. £1,000. Write full 
particulars.—Box 7382, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E.C.4. 


Yous Solicitor ‘(older men may apply) 
with keenness and initiative required 
urgently for North-West Coastal resort to 
run excellent established branch office. 
(Part supervision if required initially.) 
Initially £1,650 per annum. Early partner- 
ship prospects with higher income and 
substantial further possibilities—Box 7384, 
Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


ITIGATION Managing Clerk able to work 

with little supervision required for old- 
established family firm in St. James's. 
Excellent salary and working conditions with 
good prospects. Pension scheme. Know- 
ledge of Probate would be an advantage.— 
Box 7386, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Breams- Buildings, Fetter Lane, ECA. 


RIGHTON Solicitors require Assistant 

Solicitor for general practice. Good oppor- 
tunity for a keen young Solicitor. Say 
according to experience. Write stating age, 
= wrearyy and salary required.—Box 7387, 
Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


ETTS WOOD, Kent.—Lincoln’s Inn Solici- 
tors, old-established practice with branch 
offices at Orpington and Petts Wood, require 
Solicitor aged about 30 to manage Petts 
Wood Office; mostly conveyancing and pro- 
bate. Salary about £1,200. Good partner- 
ship prospects without premium.—Write 
Box 7343, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 
F Nay seedy el Cashier (woman) required by 
large firm of Solicitors in the City of 
London; sound nial. Salary Book- ar week 
and Accounts essential. ii4 “oo 
plus L.V.’s and pension scheme. 
9.30 to 5.30, Monday to Friday. ee Write in in 
own handwriting to Box 7355, Solicitors’ 
ournal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, 
etter Lane, E.C.4. 











w= END Solicitors require expert unad- 
mitted Conveyancer able to deal with 

a considerable volume of responsible work. 
duiey commensurate with ability and experi- 
ence in the range of £1,250 to £1,500 per 
annum. Luncheon Vouchers and Pension 
Scheme.—Box 7344, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez 
House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


ITY. Solicitors require experienced trust 

clerk with knowledge of tax and estate 
duty. Salary up to £1,100 p.a.—Apply 
Box 7341, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


\ARDIFF.— Cardiff solicitors with substan- 

tial practice require able unadmitted 
Conveyance Clerk under 35; some Probate ; 
Housing assistance if required; commencing 
salary up to £1,500 per annum according to 
age and experience.—Box 7346, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


-ORTHUMBERLAND.- Assistant. solicitor 

or unadmitted managing clerk required in 
old-established Alnwick firm. Mainly probate 
and conveyancing. Good salary with prospects 
for right person. Box 7347, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E.C4. 


ERKSHIRE.—Newly qualified solicitor 

required as assistant in small general 
practice in busy market town.—Box 7348, 
Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


OUTHEND-ON- SEA. — Assistant Solicitor 
required for expanding actice mainly 
conveyancing and probate. portunity for 
energetic young man. Prospects of partner- 
ship, salary by arrangment.—Write stating 
age and ag to Box 7116, Solicitors’ 
a Breams Buildings, 


ERBY.—Y oung Assistant Solicitor 

required. Commencing salary {1,000 per 
annum or more according to experience with 
periodical increments according to ability. 
A good house can be provided if necessary. 
Apply to Alfred E. H. Sevier, 8-9 St. Mary's 
Gate, Gate, Derby. 


B yohnd 4 ANCING « or Managing Clerk (unad- 
mitted) required by Eltham (London/Kent 
Border) Solicitors. Responsible and progres- 
sive post. Good salary es to age and 
experience. Would suit gentleman with 
experience in firm of standing. No age limit. 
Assistance with removal arrangements.— 
Box 7356, Solicitors’ Journal, a House, 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 
gost ‘Clerk required by West End firm ; 

general practice; good salary and 
prospects.—Box 7357, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E.C.4. 


PROBATE | managing clerk required (male 
or female) by South London Solicitors ; 
own office; minimum supervision or as 
required; Stenorette system; 3 weeks’ 
vacation; salary according to experience.— 
Box 7320, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez — 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4 


‘SSISTANT Solicitor urgently 

FINCHLEY firm, Salary £1,300-{1,500 
according experience. Mainly nveyancing 
though all-round experience including com- 
mercial work preferred.—A Box 7247, 
Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez ouse, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.CA. 


continued on p. axvi 
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APPOINTMENTS VACANT—continued 


EST END firm 

cashier/bookkeeper. Full charge; staff 
twenty-two; progressive post.—Write Box 
7358, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


require experienced 


IDCUP, Kent (close by station).—Shorthand 

typist with upwards of six years’ convey- 
ancing experience required. Salary according 
to experience.—-Ring Footscray 8285 


es per annum upwards commencing 
salary to Assistant Solicitor Holborn area, 
capable of working with minimum supervision 
with sound experience general practice, 
young hardworking, ambitious with liking 
for responsibility. Ability rewarded. Tele- 
phone CHA 7033. 


CCOUNTANT/Bookkeeper required for 
Wimbledon Solicitors—good salary 
dependent on qualifications and experience 
and not less than {12 0s. Od. per week Box 
7303, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


SLE OF WIGHT 
Solicitor (Man or 
assist with Probate 
Pleasant district and 
widen experience 
Journal, yez House, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


EADING.—Admitted Clerk required with 

experience of General Practice and to 
assume responsibility for litigation and 
advocacy with prospects of a partnership 
Please write with full particulars and salary 
required.— Box 7282, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez 
House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


ONVEYANCING- experienced assistant 
urgently required by FINCHLEY Solicitors 
Salary of £1,250 offered to competent man. 
Apply Box 7246, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez 
House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4 


Recently qualified 
Woman) required to 
and Conveyancing 
good opportunity to 
7302, Solicitors’ 
Breams Buildings, 


30x 


APPOINTMENTS WANTED 
OLICITOR, LL.B. (26), experienced mainly 


in Conveyancing and Probate seeks 
position in substantial firm with reasonable 
prospects.—-Box 7373, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E.C4. 


OLICITORS’ books of account written up 

by experts—London area. Advice given 
on book-keeping systems.— Box 7374, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4 


LACKPOOL, Preston, 
Young solicitor, public school 
University, LL.B. 2nd class hons. 
conveyancing, property experience. 
Law, succession and general work ; 
manent position with prospects. 
Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 
OURNEMOUTH.—Solicitor (28), admitted 
1956, requires position with prospects of 
partnership in conveyancing and probate 
practice. Capital available——-Box 7376, 
Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4 
ONVEYANCING Managing Clerk (unad- 
mitted), age 51, active, seeks appointment. 
37 years’ experience, excellent references 
Dorking, Leatherhead, Reigate or Redhill 
districts preferred——Box 7390, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4 


Manchester areas. 
and 
Good 
Family 
seeks 
Box 7375, 
Breams 


continued from p. xxv 


| QOLIC ITOR (50), admitted 1934, living in 

h) Sussex coast town, desires Conveyancing 
appointment in Solicitors office. City of 
London, S.W.1, or Brighton district preferred. 
Salary required {1,000 p.a. approx. Can start 
February 6th. Good experience. Keen and 
hard worker. Might consider temporary post 
if not less than 3 months.—Box 7377, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams_ Buildings, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


i 


TOUNG man recently come to live in London 
desires work in Solicitor’s Office in City or 
West London areas; experience in Con- 
veyancing, Probate and Litigation.—Write 
Box 7389, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


QOLICITOR, LL.B., two years’ admitted, 
\ experience in Conveyancing and Litigation, 
seeks assistantship with a view to partnership. 

Box 7391, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 


Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4, 
pei Solicitor, 12 months’ experience, 

seeks post as assistant, Cardiff, North 
Wales or Cheshire practice. General experi- 
ence required.—Box 7392, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E.C.4 


PRACTICES AND PARTNERSHIPS 


N° CAPITAL required.—A__ partnership 
1 offered to a solicitor who has been con- 
cerned in conveyancing work of houses and 
businesses, preferably a young man, not over 
30 years. Used to business transfers and 
property work.—Full details to Box 7323, 
Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 


Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 

SjOLE Practitioner requires genuine Partner 
S able to take responsibility; growing 
South Wales town; mixed practice but would 
be required to concentrate chiefly on Common 
Law, Litigation and Advocacy. Capital 
required. Would consider amalgamation with 
firm having spare capacity for work. Any 
suggestion welcomed.—-Box 7372, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams_ Buildings, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4, 


(Prt Solicitor (55) with increasing general 
/ practice seeks working arrangement with 
Solicitor firm with a view to ultimate 
amalgamation.—Box 7383, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E.C.4. 


or 


N‘ RTH WALES.—First-class practice for 
4% sale in delightful area, due to special 
circumstances. Old established, wide clientele, 
with excellent accounts history and high net 
profit. 5 staff. Takeover period for early 
purchaser.—Apply Box 7385, Solicitors’ 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, 


Journal, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


Y' JUNG Solicitor (28), LL.B., over two years’ 
wide experience since admission, seeks 
partnership in Manchester or Cheshire area. 
Capital available.—-Box 7388, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


PROPERTY INVESTMENTS 
INVESTMENTS REQUIRED 


CTIVE enquiries in hand for good-class 
44 shop investments, blocks of flats, freehold 
ground rents and weekly investments of all 
types.—Details in confidence to Cowdrey, 
Phipps & Hollis, F.A.L.P.A., Investment 
| Department, 140 Park Lane, Marble Arch, W.1. 
| MAY fair 1329 (2 lines). 








MORTGAGE FUNDS 


V E offer a specialised service re mortgage 

advances on Shop Properties, Factories 
and Houses over £10,000. Sums also available 
for Building and Industrial development, 
MILLER SMITH AND PARTNERS, 139 Park 
Lane, W.1. Tel.: MAYfair 7081-4. 


LIENTS’ Funds available for First or 

Second Mortgages, Building Finance and 
Transfers of Businesses—Van den Burgh 
Cohen & Sylvester, 3 Middle Temple Lane, 
London, E.C.4. 


SECOND Mortgage our speciality; /£100- 
\ £1,000 available for Owner occupiers or for 
use as a deposit in house purchase. {£2 8d 
monthly repayment on each {100 borrowed 
Cranbrook Mortgage Bureau, Dept. C.F.7 
49 Cranbrook Road, Ilford 3615 (3 lines). 


os 


MORTGAGES 
MORTGAGES 


on 


INVESTMENT PROPERTIES 


First-class mortgages and finan 
available 


Investment Properties and S 
our Specialities 


LESLIE, MICHAEL & 


ARCHER HOUSE 
ARCHER STREET, PICCADILLY 
w.l 
1402 and 3 


BUILDING FINANCE 


co., LTD. 


GER. 





BUILDING FINANCE 
AVAILABLE 


100 per cent of Building 
60 per cent of Land Cost 


INTEREST OR PARTICIPATION 


Cost up to 


Also conversion finance availablk 


LESLIE, MICHAEL & 
co., LTD. 
ARCHER HOUSE 
ARCHER STREET, PICCADILY 
W.l 


GER. 1402/3-2652 











BUILDING LAND 
AND SITES WANTED 
URGENTLY REQUIRED 


SITES 


for 


SHOP, OFFICE AND HOUSE 
DEVELOPMENT 

In London and Home Counties 
UNLIMITED FUNDS AVAILABLE 

Small or large sites considered 

Agents Retained 
Full details to The Secretary 

LILDEN PROPERTIES, LTD. 


168, REGENT STREET, W.1 
REG, 3711/2 
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BUILDING LAND WANTED 


AND WANTED | for 

4 Counties. 2/50 acres. Agents retained 
and reinstructed. Planning applications and 
appeals undertaken.__TRUE BOND HOMES, 
LTD., 342 Richmond Road, East Twickenham. 
(POP 6231). 


housing. Home 


INVESTMENTS WANTED 

Mettdbeenr abot requires shop properties for 
{i investment. Vacant possession or let on 
Good trading positions essential. 
London or Provinces. Details in confidence. 


R. C. Biddle, F.c.a., 48 Nevill Avenue, 
Hove, Sussex. 


lease 


PRIVATE INQUIRIES 


|] IVORCE and general inquiries undertaken 

throughout London, Surrey, Middlesex by 
our own staff. Evictions and distress warrants 
executed. Certificated Bailiffs. Southern 
Provincial Investigations, 45 Brighton Road, 
Surbiton, Surrey (Elmbridge 1032/4). Also at 
107 Hammersmith Road, London, W.14. 


INFORMATION REQUIRED 


CHARLES FREDERICK DAWNEY, 
deceased 

Will any Solicitor or any person having 
knowledge of any Will made by the above- 
named deceased later of 78 Hodford Road, 
Golders Green, London, N.W.11, who died 
on the 25th November, 1936, at St. Bartholo- 
mew’s Hospital, London, E.C., please com- 
municate with Messrs. Barfield, Child, Barry, 
Lucas & Sons, of 1a Golders Green Road, 
London, N.W.11. 


VALUATIONS 


yy rTIQUE AND MODERN FURNITURE, 
{\ Silver, Porcelain, Pictures, Books and all 
descriptions of Chattel Property VALUED 
FOR PROBATE, INSURANCE OR FAMILY 
DIVISION, or, if desired, included in specialised 
auction sales. Sales also arranged by tender 
or private treaty.—Phillips, Son & Neale, 
7 Blenheim Street, New Bond Street, W.1. 
Telephone No.: MAYfair 2424. Est. 1796. 


EVERSIONS, LIFE POLICIES, ANNUI- 

TIES and UNQUOTED SHARES.— 
H. E. Foster and Cranfield, 6 Poultry, E.C.2, 
specialise in the valuation of these interests 
for probate purposes. Established 1843. 
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MORTGAGE REQUIRED 


Lise required at 8 per cent. Well secured 
mortgage of freehold property.—Box 7378, 
Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


FINANCIAL 


IMITED COMPANY REGISTRATIONS. 

Ready-made companies, guaranteed no 
trading, £18 complete. Also seven-day own 
name registration service. Memo., Articles, 
Registers, minute book, shares and seal £9 
Trade Mark and Company  Searches.- 
Graeme & Co., 61 Fairview Avenue, Gillingham, 
Kent. Rainham (Kent) 82558. 





Pusiic CoMPANY SEEKS ACQUISITION 
or ESTABLISHED BusINEsses making 
minimum {20,000 p.a. subject tax 
only. Executive Directors, Manage- 
ment and professional advisors retained. 
Strictest confidence observed.——Box 
7231, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 














TRADE VALUATIONS 


STOCKS & FIXTURES 
SALE OR PROBATE 


Extensive staff of expert valuers 
available at short notice 


ALL MAIN DISTRIBUTIVE 
TRADES including Pharmacy 


ORRIDGE & CO. 
184 STRAND, LONDON, W.C.2 
Telephone: TEMple Bar 9212/3 and 6340 


Branch offices in Lancashire, Yorkshire, 
Hampshire, Glamorgan and 
Warwickshire 


Members of leading professional bodies 


VALUERS SINCE 1846 














A BARGAIN, {25 complete, brand new 
ready-made Co. Regns. Guaranteed no 
trading (England or Scotland); all trades 
available now, including Property moan be 
Mining/Quarrying; Garages; Electrical ; 
Glass/China; Drapers; Packers; Plastics ; 
H.P. Finance ; Salvage; Banking, Nominees ; 
Secretarial; Stocks/Shares; Property; Invest- 
ments; Caravans, etc. (specially for 
each trade). Write, phone or call (English 
Registrations) BUSINESS ECONOMY Co., 
Regns., Ltd. (Dept. 14), 156 Strand, London, 
W.C.2 (Tem. 8377/2294) ; (Scottish Registra- 
tions to 19 Walker Street, Edinburgh, 3, 
(Cal. 1167/9). Read “ Advantages of trading 
as a limited Company” (3/— post free). 
Ltd. Co. may save you ge so tax. We 
also have seven days Co. Regn. service 
with your own choice of name {21 (plus 
stamp duty). 





COMPANY FORMATION — 
A SPECIALIST SERVICE 


Ready formed Companies available 
£ 20 for immediate transfer 


inclusive Fee 

Highest quality printing of Statutory 
Documents, etc., ensures entire satisfac- 
tion. All types of trading companies 
in stock. We have an established 
reputation also for speedy service in 
the registration of companies to special 
requirements—8 or 15 days service 
from min. fee 10 guineas. No extras. 
Company and Trade Mark searches. 
Service available only to the professions. 
Full details and specimen Mem. and 
Articles of Association from Dept. SJ.1, 
HART & CO. (BUSH HOUSE) LTD., 
IMPERIAL House, Kincsway, LONDON, 
W.C.2. Tem 1938 and Cov 1609. 











cosTs 


HE Costs Department of The Solicitors’ 

Law Stationery Society, Ltd., is available 
to the profession for the prompt preparation 
of all Bitts or Costs by expert draftsmen.— 
For full details apply The Manager, Costs 
Department, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4. (CHAncery 6855.) 





STRUCTURAL SURVEYORS 


SPENCER AND FASSETT 
Chartered Surveyors 
EXPERT STRUCTURAL SURVEYORS 


DETAILED INSPECTION MADE OF PROPERTIES 
FOR CLIENTS INTENDING TO PURCHASE AND 
STRUCTURAL SURVEY REPORTS SUBMITTED 


110 Chambers Lane, N.W.10 WIL. 5348 


PERSONAL 


AVIS OF PORT STREET, PICCADILLY, 

MANCHESTER, 1, for fine furniture at 
manufacturer's prices. Walk round our three 
large showrooms, which are open daily until 
6 p.m. (Wednesday and Saturday included). 
We are stockists of all the latest designs of 
furniture, carpets, mattresses, divans. 10-year 
guarantee. Also all domestic electrical equip- 
ment, etc. Special discount and _ credit 
facilities to members of the legal profession. 
Write to us for whatever you want—-we can 
supply. No other introduction required. Tel. : 
CEN. 0638. 


ARRINGTON & CO. LTD., offer to buy 

Jewellery, Silver and Gold items, both 
modern and antique. Highest prices given. 
Representative sent if requested. Valuations 
for probate, insurance, etc.—130 Regent 
Street, London, W.1. Tel. REG 3727. 


ARRARD & CO. LTD., Crown Jewellers, 

offer the highest prices for jewellery, 
silver and gold articles you no longer require 
Offers, without obligation, will be sent by 
return for consignments received at 112 Regent 
Street, London, W.1. For larger quantities 
of silver, our buyers will visit you upon 
request. 


TYPING, ETC. 


OLICITORS.—Let staff with fifteen years 
legal experience type your drafts, engross- 
ments, wills, briefs, etc. DICTATING 
MACHINES delivered, collected and your 
dictation transcribed. THE JAMES 
BUREAU, 31 JAMES STREET, W.i. 


LEGAL TYPING including STENORETTE 
and ALL TAPE TRANSCRIPTIONS, 
Copying, Engrossing, Abstracting. 


DUPLI- 
CATING pro forma letters, drafts, etc. 
COMPLETIONS attended.—_RUSHGROVE 
AGENCY, 561 Watford Way, London, N.W.7. 
MILI Hill 7242. 


RAFTS and Engrossments expertly typed, 

hand engrossing, plans drawn or copied, 
multiple copying by special process, photo- 
copying; all expeditiously done in proper 
form and at moderate charges. On all copying 
problems, consult the Copying Departments 
of The Solicitors’ Law Stationery Society, 
Ltd., Head Offices, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


NAMEPLATES 


AMEPLATES in bronze, brass and plastic ; 

quotations and full size layout sent free ; 
signwriting a speciality.—Please send wording 
to Abbey Craftsmen, Ltd., Abbey Works, 
109a Old Street, London, E.C.l. Tel; 
CLE 3845. 


Aer Ares in bronze, brass or plastics ; 

Rubber Stamps; sketches and estimates 

free.—Austin Luce & Company, 19 College 

may Harrow, Middlesex. Tel.: Harrow 
9. 
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Agents, és Seiecte FOR 
BOOKS AND PERIODICALS Pc nd sen Tots sd Snes | %e SERVICE OF ALL LEGAL PROCESS 
HE “CORDEX " SELF-BINDING CASE HEAD OFFICES— %& ROUTINE SEARCHES 
specially designed to contain issues of 73 Manor Road, Wallington, Surrey * COMMERCIAL & CRIMINAL 
Tre Soxicrtors’ Journat is now available Phone—WALLINGTON 4441-3 INVESTIGATION . 
price 14s,, post free. Capacity 26 issues and Telegrams—" Flowerdew, Wallington, Surrey ™ *% EVIDENCE 'N SUPPORT OF 
index. Issues easily inserted or removed.— eS ge aes ve S FOR DIVORCE 
ag ol ry eegpmmmelmm hone CHANCERY St rene: TEMPLE BAR Erne 


end COLLINS & HOLMES 
TRANSLATIONS 7 TOM phone HOLBORN 7178 '$ 359 STRAND, LONDON, w.c2 






































EGAL DOCUMENTS and other miscella- 
neous matter (French, German and 


pone on accurate rendering mailed day work . O V a R S O F A N | M A L S 


H. Verney Clayton, M.C., are asked to make a bequest to 
THE Woodlands, Market Rasen, Lincs. 


seth THE 


THE HAMIL TON TRANSLATION 
SERVICE, LTD. . s @ * 


c/o THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, Patron: H R.H The DUCHESS OF KENT 
Ovez Hovssz, Founded in 1917 by Mrs M E DICKIN, CB.E. 
BreaMs BvILpDINGs, Hon, Treasurer: The Re. Hon. LORD BRABAZON OF TARA, P.C., M.C. 


ch TE mangectlagadasdca tie THE ONLY SOCIETY ESTABLISHED EXCLUSIVELY FOR THE 
edeeds tend cecpnipeedioges trae ond torn | FREE TREATMENT OF SICK ANIMALS WHOSE OWNERS 
oo Eaegemaes | CANNOT AFFORD PRIVATE VETERINARY FEES 
MISCELLANEOUS Nearly 1,000,000 Cases Treated Annually 


QED DEEDS. — Good prices given for od | THE PEOPLE’S DISPENSARY FOR SICK ANIMALS 


parchment deeds; any quantity accepted, | P.D.S.A. House, Clifford Street, London, W.|. (Tel. REGent 6916) 
large or small.—Please send full details to | 
H. Band & Co., Ltd., Brent Way, High Street, | Incorporated by Special Act of Parliament 
Brentford, Middlesex. | 











WILLETT — Stones a 
Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate Agents : ANGEL 
is a flag well known to 
REQUIRE FOR CLIENTS seamen. It stands for a 
(throughout Great Britain) MEN world-wide ministry to 


(a) SITES for SHOPS, OFFICES and body, mind and soul. 
RESIDENTIAL developments A legacy to THE 

(b) INVESTMENTS Shops, Offices, Blocks of MISSIONS TO SEAMEN will keep the flag flying 
Flats and Housing Estates, etc. —no better service could be rendered to seafarers. 


Please note exact style and title of the Society 
THE WILLETT BUILDING, SLOANE SQUARE, S.W.1 
SLOane 8141 THE MISSIONS TO SEAMEN 


and at Kensington and Hove, Sussex 4 BUCKINGHAM PALACE ecanena ed Lonpon, S.W.1 














T 
MISS AGNES WESTON’S Phone : Royat 8116 Telegrams : OrGANIC LIVERPOOL 


ROYAL SAILORS’ RESTS HMMM || ARTHUR SHAW 


LEGAL TRANSFER CONSULTANT 
Sales of Practices and Partnerships arranged. 





Portsmouth (1881) Devonport (1876) 
Londonderry (1955) 


AIMS—The Spiritual, Moral and Physical well-being of men of the Assistants supplied and required. 

Royal Navy, their wives, and families. Finance arranged for Purchases of Practices, Partnerships, 

NEEDS—FUNDS to carry on GOSPEL, TEMPERANCE and House Purchase, etc. 

WELFARE work, and to meet increasing costs of General All classes of Insurance Transacted. 

Maintenance. 
LEGACIES ARE A VERY WELCOME HELP Arthur Shaw has been established over 30 years as a Medical and 


—-- Dental Agent and Insurance Consultant. 
General Secretary : Lieut.-Com. F. M. Savage, F.C.C.S., R.N. 


Gifts to: The Treasurer (S.j.), Royal Sailors’ Rests, SIXTY ONE, RODNEY STREET, LIVERPOOL, 1 
Head Office, 31 Western Parade, Portsmouth. 
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IT’S 
Copies for Coppers 

WITH 

THE NEW 


= 3 OS 570}. OY we Ee 


HIGH SPEED PHOTOCOPIER 





Perfect black-on-white copies in a few seconds, for only a few coppers, 
are made possible by the outstanding new surface application system of 
processing a finished copy direct from the original. 


No negatives * Copies anything readable 
Colour sensitive * Simple to Operate 
Copies up to 16" x13" «* Comprehensive Servicing 


The ideal photocopier for the Solicitor. Write today for a demonstration in 
your own office without obligation. 


THE SOLICITORS’ LAW STATIONERY SOCIETY, LIMITED 


Head Office: Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4 
Telephone : CHAncery 6855 


BIRMINGHAM ; CARDIFF : GLASGOW : LIVERPOOL x MANCHESTER 
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AUCTIONEERS’ ANNOUNCEMENTS 


ESTABLISHED 13845 


STOCKER « ROBERTS 


Surveyors - AUCTIONEERS - VALUERS 
31 LEWISHAM HIGH STREET, S.E.13 


34 BLACKHEATH VILLAGE, 58.E.3 
9 DEVEREUX COURT, STRAND, W.C.2 


Lee Green 2135 Lee Green 2983 


HDS. STILES & Co. 


CHartTerep SuRvEYORS 
Cuantenep AucTionsens & Estate AGentTs 
10 KING’S BENCH My od Tr E, E.C.4 


City 2946 and Central 5356 
$ PAVILION BUILDINGS, BRIGHTON 
3 THE = TEYNE. “NORTHING 


(4 lines) 
Worthing 9192/3 














EST. 188! TEL. Mon 1464, Syd 660! 


EASTMAN BROTHERS 
SURVEYORS and VALUERS 
ESTATE AGENTS 
Surveys and Valuations for all purposes 
Plans and Specifications 

emenct in all areas 


Estace 
HALIFAX HOUSE, 62/64 MOORGATE, E.C.2 


NORMAN KINGSLEY & Co. 


(N. L. KINGSLEY. A.R.LC.S., A.A.1.) 
Chartered Surveyors 
Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents 


Property Management, Surveys and Valuations, 
Dilapidations, Plans, Specifications, etc. 


69 BLANDFORD STREET, BAKER STREET, LONDON, W.1 
Tel.: HUNrer 1325 


Gerrard 5853-3963 


 SHAWS 


(J. H,. W. Shaw, F.A.L.P.A., M.R.San.1., P.P.C.LA., F.V.L) 

ESTATE MANAGERS, SURVEYORS AND VALUERS 

Estate House, 78-80 Shaftesbury Avenue, W.1 
Also at 4 

149/151 Dulwich Road, Herne Hill, S.E.24. 

101 Western Road, Hove, 2, Sussex. 











BRIixton 7866/7 
Tel. 71231/2 








‘FULLER HORSEY 


S$ONnsS 4&4 €4a465' 84 £6 % 





AUCTIONEERS & VALUERS 


of PLANT, MACHINERY 


and FACTORIES 


Since 1807 





10 LLOYDS AVENUE 
LONDON E-C-3 





L. B. Saunders FAL. ECLA. W.4. _ FA. LPA., 
AVA. W. J. Sims, F.A.L., F.V1. 


Auctioneers, Estate Agents, Surveyors and Valuers 


SURVEYS, VALUATIONS, Rew y LETTINGS, 
MORTGAGES, REQUISITION CLAIMS COM- 
PULSORY PURCHASE, DILAPIDATIONS, ETc. 


ESTATE MANAGEMENT SPECIALISTS 
Bankers: Uloyds Bank Led. Barclays Bank Led, 
The Estate Offices 


298 and 299 Upper Street, London, N.! 
Telephones: CANonbury 2487-2488-2489 
Established over Half a Century 














TELEPHONE ROYAL 4861 
Rathbone 








COLE, HICKS AND CHILVERS 


(Established over 80 years) 
Auctioneers, Estate Agents and Surveyors 


Helena Chambers, 42 Broadway, Ealing 
Telephone : Ealing 4014/5/6 


CORRY & CORRY 
D. A. W. WARE R. M. SAVAGE 
Valuers, Surveyors, Auctioneers and Estate Agents 


264-266 KENSINGTON HIGH ST., W.8 
Telephone : WEStern 960! 
Branches at 
HARROW, EASTCOTE, RICKMANSWORTH, STAINES 
AND ASHFORD 


Established 1843 


GEORGE LOVEITT & SONS 


A. GREAVES, F.AJ. G. W. M. rr. A.R.LC.S., F.A.l. 
W. R. SPENCER, F.A.L.P.A. R. POMFRET, F.A.I. 
Auctioneers, Surveyors, Valuers aa Estate Agents 
Management of Town and Country Properties 
inventories prepared Probate and deed Valuations 
Rating Appeals and Compensation Claims 
29 Warwick Row, COVENTRY 
Telegrams : “ Presto” Telephone : 3081 /2/3/4 


[DEBENHAM STORR] 
|JOHNSON. DYMOND| 


Mi LIMITED 
l} -AUCTIONEERS AND VALUERS- jf 
) SPECIALISTS IN THE SALE OF ALL 
i CLASSES OF PROPERTY 
| Sales held in two spacious Auction Rooms jf 
|) daily, one being reserved for jewellery, silver 
yj and plated ware, watches, etc.; the ff 
}) other for furniture, pictures, bronzes, works 
i) of art, carpets, guns, wine, furs, wearing 
H apparel and personal effects 
|) Valuations for Probate, Insurance and 
: other matters 

PLY— 


London, W.C.2} 


Telephone : TEMple Bar 1181 & 1182 
Telegrams : * Viewing ™ London 





Hi. E.WINGFIELD & CO. 


BUYERS OF 
FINE STAMPS 
STAMPS VALUED 


FOR PROBATE AND 
INSURANCE PURPOSES 


Call, write or ‘phone 
Mise R. Titford or Mr. A. L. Michael at 


392 STRAND, LONDON 


Tel.: TEMple Bar 4136 W.C.2 





MATCH & CO. iro. 


Directors: A, A. ROSE, L. S. BRIMBLECOMBE, F.A.i., 
1. R. CRAMMOND 
14/15 COLLEGE CRESCENT, LONDON, N.W.3 
(nr. Swiss Cottage Station) 
Telephone : Primrose 0111 (Private Exchange) 


Edward Talbot & Sons 


AUCTIONEERS, VALUERS 
AND ESTATE AGENTS 
C. PARRY, F.A.!. (Principal) 
1S CROSS STREET, MANCHESTER, 2 
Vetegheas: Gtectiriars att4 and 6996 


(ESTABLISHED 1899) 


K. A. SHAW & PARTNERS 


(C. M. SPAGNOLETTI, P.A.1. 
R. T. FITZSIMMONS, F.A.L) 


SURVEYORS AND VALUERS 
19 & 20 Bow Street, Covent Garden, W.C.2 
(Over Midland Bank) 

Tel.: COVENT GARDEN 2255 (4 lines) 





Established 1843 
A. HORROX & SONS, F.A.I. 
72 Albion Street, Leeds, | 
Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents 


Specialising in all matters appertaining to the Letting, 
Sale, Purchase and Valuation of Licensed Property 


Telephone : Leeds 24300 














KING & CO. 


Chartered Surveyors 
71 BISHOPSGATE, LONDON, E.C.2 
London Wall 720! (5 lines) 


725 GREEN LANES, LONDON, N.2I 
Laburnum 6633 (5 lines) 








HOTELS AND RESTAURANTS 
HAMMERSLEY KENNEDY & CO. 


19 Hanover Square, London, W.! 
Telephone: MAYfair 6857 
have, since 1899, specialised in the sale and 
valuation of hotels and catering businesses to 
the exclusion of any other branch of estate 
agency. The partners are members of the 
leading professional bodies. 











London and Home Counties 
SPECIALISTS FOR 100 YEARS 
VALUATIONS, SALES, 
PROPERTY MANAGEMENT 


Salter, Rex & Co. 


311 KENTISH TOWN ROAD, N.W.5 
GULiiver 1085 (5 lines) 
24/7 HIGH HOLBORN, W.C.! 
HOLborn 4819 











(Patron : 


SOCIETY FOR THE ASSISTANCE OF LADIES IN REDUCED CIRCUMSTANCES 


Founded by the late Miss Smallwood 
HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN) 


NEW YEAR APPEAL 


Winter is causing much distress and chronic illness amongst our sick and 
elderly ladies, many suffering from Bronchitis, Asthma or Rheumatism. 
Money is needed for extra comforts. 








LEGACIES ARE A WELCOME HELP 
Will Lawyers kindly advise their clients to help this Society, making cheques payable to :— 
MISS SMALLWOOD’S SOCIETY, Lancaster House, Malvern 
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